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CURRENT TOPICS 


Legal Aid in the Lords 


We have always been mystified by the rule which denies 
legal aid under the Legal Aid and Advice Act, 1949, to those 
few litigants who get as far as the House of Lords. Now this 
inhibition is to be swept away and, from 1st December next, 
legal aid will be available to parties in appeals and petitions 
for leave to appeal to the House of Lords from the Court of 
Appeal or a Divisional Court. Applications for legal aid 
will be made to area committees and the Scheme will be 
amended to enable barristers and solicitors who are now 
members of a legal aid panel to act on behalf of legally aided 
parties in the House of Lords. What mystifies us even more 
is the long delay in extending legal aid to matrimonial pro- 
ceedings before the magistrates : our view is that this is and 
has for long been much more urgent than some of the other 
extensions which have been made. 


Rates Still out of Joint 


Optimists who hoped that by 1963 all rateable heredita- 
ments would be assessed at their proper values (in so far as 
any value can be described as proper where crystal balls and 
the toss of a coin play such a prominent part) are disappointed 
by the Rating and Valuation Bill which was presented last 
week. Although industrial and freight-transport heredita- 
ments are to lose the privileges they have enjoyed for thirty 
years, agriculture still remains the sacred cow. Shops and 
commercial premises are to lose their cushion of 20 per cent., 
but houses and flats will be protected from the full blast 
consequent on being assessed on their current rental values 
instead of on those of twenty years ago. The well-litigated 
provisions of s. 8 of the 1955 Act will be replaced from 1963 
by a 50 per cent. relief from rates on hereditaments occupied 
by charities (other than grant-aided universities and colleges), 
and on almshouses. Rating authorities will be empowered to 
reduce or remit the balance due from charities and also in 
respect of rates of kindred bodies more widely defined than at 
present. A new method of valuing statutory water under- 
takings for rating is introduced. Other changes include 
amendment of the provisions relating to the rating of owners, 
modification of the terms on which rates may be withheld 
pending the settlement of a proposal to reduce a value in a 
new valuation list, and empowerment of rating authorities 
to refund rates to ratepayers who have paid too much because 
they failed to take steps in time to get their rates reduced. 





CONTENTS 


















CURRENT TOPICS: 


Legal Aid in the Lords—Rates Still Out of Joint—Corporal 
Punishment — Noise Abatement — Trustee Investments — Lord 
Somervell of Harrow 


FLOODS AND THE LAW... ae wh - - co a 


JOHN MACKRELL PRIZEMEN SERIES: 


The Solicitor and the Building Society . 4 
SMITH’S CASE: A PESSIMISTIC REASSESSMENT .. %% 
PRE-EMPTION RIGHTS OVER SHARES ' ; ss 947 


LANDLORD AND TENANT NOTEBOOK : 
Computation of Period of Notice ¥! ate > 951 


HERE AND THERE... os »s ee oe 952 























NOTES OF CASES: 
Brown v. National Coal Board 
(Coal Mines: Duty to Keep Road Secure: Necessary 
Cracknell v. Smith 
(Bastardy : Corroboration: Mere Evidence of Oppor- 
tunity: Defendant’s Failure to Give Evidence) ’ 956 
Horton v. Horton (No, 2) 
(Contract: Separation Deed: Supplemental Agree- 
ment: Consideration) bie ¥ - ; éa 
Jacobs v. Jacobs 
(Husband and Wife: Practice: Application to Amend 
Pearl v. London County Council 
(Compulsory Purchase : Comp 
Paving Act, 1817) —.. YS ‘> mn ba 
Wessanen's Koninklijke Fabrikien v. Isaac Modiano Brother 
& Sons, Ltd. 


(Arbitration : Disagreement of Arbitrators: Appoint- 
ment of Umpire : Status and Authority of Arbitrators) 









: Metropolitan 


IN WESTMINSTER AND WHITEHALL .. 


POINTS IN PRACTICE 


. a4 


CHANCERY CHAMBERS: NOTICE 


PRACTICE DIRECTION (CHANCERY DIVISION): 
Patents and Registered Designs . . 





942 Vol. 104 


Corporal Punishment 


No Home Secretary, whether Mr. ButLer or any replace- 
ment irom any party, could propose the re-introduction of 
judicial corporal punishment in the face of the Report of the 
Advisory Council on the Treatment of Offenders (H.M.S.O., 
Cmnd. 1213, 3s. 6d.). The most significant passage in the 
Report is that in which the Committee admit that at the 
outset of their inquiry some of the members thought that 
judicial corporal punishment might be justified as a means 
of checking the growing increase in crime generally and in 
offences of hooliganism in particular. In the event, the 
Committee were unanimous: while some members may be 
described as idealists, many can justly be put in the category 
of hard-headed When informed opinion is thus 
united, we think that the time has come to drop this barren 
controversy. The Committee 
clusions. First 


realists. 


summarised their con- 
, the re-introduction of corporal punishment 
not only for the same offences as before 1948 but for a wider 
range would put the clock back not for twelve but for 100 years. 
Secondly, the present demand for corporal punishment 
seems to be limited to this country. Thirdly, there is no 
evidence that corporal punishment is an especially effective 
deterrent either received it or to others. 
Fourthly, it is out of line with modern penal methods and 
would militate against the success of reformative treatment. 
Fifthly, many of the new methods contemplated by the 
Criminal Justice Act, 1948, have yet been fully tried. 
Finally, there several practi tions of which the 
most important which must occur between the 
commission of the offence and the infliction of the punish- 
ment. The Committee stress the importance of fully staffed 
and efficient police and the and 
exemplary punishments in suitable 


have 


to those who fave 


not 
. ; 
al opie 


is the delay 


forces value of severe 


cases 


Noise Abatement 


MANY statutes have enjoyed 
Parliament, but the 
reached the Statute 


that noise 


1 quieter passage through 
Noise Abatement Act, 1960, has now 
Book. The main effect of the Act is 
and vibration which is a nuisance is now a statutory 
nuisance for the purposes of Pt. III of the Public Health 
Act, 1936 1 (1) of the 
1960 Act). It seems that anything which interferes with the 
personal comfort of persons is a “ nuisance "' (Bishop Auckland 
Local Board v. Bishop Auckland Iron Co. (1882), 10 Q.B.D. 
138), but, in the case of a statutory nuisance alleged to be 
caused by noise or vibration, a complaint of the existence of 
such a nuisance may be made by “ any three or more persons 
each of whom is the occupie! of land ot premises and 1S 
in that capacity aggrieved by thi and not merely 
by any person aggrieved by the alleged nuisance (ibid., 
s. 1 (2) (a However, in proceedings brought in respect 
of noise or vibration caused in the course of a trade or business, 
it is a the defendant to prove that the best 
practicable means have been used for preventing, and for 
counteracting the effect of, the noise or vibration (ibid., 
s. 1 (3)), and no notice is to be served or proceedings brought 


ind may be dealt with accordingly (s 


nuisance, 


defence for 


In respect of noise or vibration caused by statutory under- 
takers in the 
enactment or 


exercise of powers conferred on them by any 
L (4)). Section 1 of 
the Act of 1960 does not apply to noise or vibration caused 
by aircraft (ibid., s. 1 
of loudspeakers In Streets (io! 
is a “highway an 


statutory order (ibid., s 
(7)). Restrictions upon the operation 
‘ street ' 
footway, square or court 


the “st purposes a 


i 
il any other road 


which is for the time being open to the public "’) are contained 
in s. 2 of the 1960 Act and any person who operates or permits 
the operation of a loudspeaker in contravention of those 
provisions is liable on summary conviction to a fine not 
exceeding {10 (s. 2 (1)). Numerous exceptions to these 
restrictions are allowed by s. 2 of the 1960 Act. For 
example, s. 2 (3) creates an exception in favour of loud- 
speakers fixed to a vehicle and used within certain hours to 
inform the public (otherwise than by words) of the sale from 
that vehicle of a perishable commodity for human consump- 
tion. The Act comes into force on Sunday, 27th November, 
1960. 


Trustee Investments 


Tue Trustee Investments Bill gives general effect to the 
proposals contained in last December's White Paper on 
trustees’ powers of investment in Great Britain. It provides 
for the replacement of the present Trustee List by a new 
range of investments falling into two classes. One represents 
mainly fixed-interest investments and the other mainly 
equity investments. Power is taken to add to the list of 
investments by Order in Council. Except in the case of trust 
instruments having effect after the Bill’s enactment, the new 
investment powers will override a contrary intention expressed 
in the trust instrument. It is provided that not more than 
half of a trust fund may be invested in equity investments ; 
to achieve this a trustee is required to divide the fund into 
two equal parts before investing in equities under the Bill. 
Once the division is made, it is permanent, and it follows 
that after a lapse of time few divided parts will remain of equal 
value. If the wider powers of investment granted by the Bill 
are to be justified then in due course the equity parts of trust 
funds should be worth more than the fixed-interest parts. 
Provision is made to ensure that investment powers derived 
otherwise than from the Bill shall remain unprejudiced. A 
trustee is required to obtain and consider proper advice in 
choosing investments. The White Paper mentioned that such 
advice must be obtained “from a competent professional 
financial adviser such as a stockbroker, accountant or bank 
manager.”’ This formula met with criticism and the Bill 
requires the source of advice to be “ a person who is reasonably 
believed by the trustee to be qualified by his ability in and 
practical experience of financial matters; and such advice 
may be given by a person notwithstanding that he gives it 
in the course of his employment as an officer or servant.” 
This seems a good substitute, although what in this context 
will constitute reasonable belief only time will tell 


Lord Somervell of Harrow 


WE regret to record, only a few months after his retirement 
from being a Lord of Appeal in Ordinary, the death of Lorp 
SOMERVELL OF HARROW on 18th November, aged 71. Lord 
Somervell had a distinguished legal career. After graduating 
at Oxford he entered a firm of City solicitors but decided to 
qualify as a barrister rather than as a solicitor. He passed 
the Bar examinations before the outbreak of the first world 
war and was called by the Inner Temple tn absentia in 1916. 
He took silk in 1929 and, having been elected to Parliament in 
1931, held the office of Solicitor-General from 1933 to 1936, 
and Attorney-General from 1936 to 1945. Recorder of 
Kingston-upon-Thames from 1940 to 1946, in the latter year 
he became a Lord Justice of Appeal, remaining in the Court of 
Appeal until his elevation to the House of Lords in 1954 
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the English judicial system is now available. 
Over one-third of the text has been re-written 
||| and much has been added. There is now a 
| section on the Restrictive Practices Court, 
iH] and the section on Special Tribunals is 
||| almost entirely new. The final chapter on 
i The Outlook for Reform contains much 
|| additional, material and statistics have been 
| revised throughout. 455. net 
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.-. the changing world of nature—and those 
you love. There are many ways of giving 
thanks for this great joy. One of these—and 
perhaps the best—is helping the R.N.LB. which 
works ceaselessly for all Britain's blind. 
Please help this work by commending 

the R.N.I.B. when you advise clients on the 
preparation of their wills. 


the helping hand 
for all Britain's blind 
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** Didst not thou agree 
with me for a penny ?’’ 
(Matthew 20: verse 13) 


By the letter ““d” from $d. upwards, we perpetuate the 
word “denarius,” which for centuries could reasonably 
be translated as “penny” and which from Roman times 
was an acceptable day’s pay. 


The devaluation of currencies and the world demand for 
translations of the Scriptures in many languages are both 
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FLOODS AND THE LAW 


THE recent disastrous rains in many parts of this country 
must have caused a number of people to ponder on their 
rights and liabilities in time of flood. A common illustration 
of the stress that flooding may cause between adjoining 
owners is the situation of a householder who, perhaps, finds 
his garden being turned into a lake but regards his trials with 
philosophical detachment until a neighbour informs him that 
water escaping from the garden is now inundating the adjacent 
premises and that something should be done about it. 

In this simple case the householder has, of course, no legal! 
obligation to abate the flood. He has been guilty of no act 
or omission resulting in flood water coming on to his land, 
or flowing from it on to the land of his neighbour. Thus in 
Whalley v. Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Co. (1884), 13 
Q.B.D. 131, at p. 137, Brett, M.R., said: “‘ Ifa person has not 
brought the danger on to his land and, without any act of his, 
it breaks through his land on to his neighbour’s land, I take 
it that he is not liable. In that case both have suffered from 
a common extraordinary danger, but one has suffered more 
than the other; that is all.” 

Different considerations would arise, however, if the house- 
holder, even solely to protect his own house, had taken 
active steps to divert the water on his lawn on to his neighbour’s 
ground. In Whalley’s case, the defendants, under statutory 
powers, were empowered to erect, and were entitled to 
maintain, a railway embankment. There was an unprece- 
dented rainfall so that water collected against the embankment 
and endangered it. The defendants thereupon cut trenches 
in the embankment and the water then flooded the plaintiff's 
land, which was at a lower level. (A complication was that 
the water would in any case have percolated to this land, 
but the jury found that the cutting of the trenches caused 
greater damage than would have resulted from the percolation.) 
Though it was found that the trenches were reasonably 
necessary for the safety of the embankment, the plaintiff 
recovered and the Court of Appeal upheld the verdict. 


Two facts must be remembered here. First, the cutting 
of the trenches was done solely to protect the defendants’ 
property and no question arose as to the abatement of a 
common danger. Secondly, the water had collected against 
the embankment before the cutting of the trenches. The 
case, therefore, is not an authority for saying that a man 
cannot take reasonable steps to avert a danger threatening 
himself and his property even though, in so doing, he renders 
it necessary for his neighbours to take similar steps to avert 
a common danger. ‘‘ You prevent the danger happening to 
you,” declared Brett, M.R., in Whalley’s case, ‘but the 
danger is so far common that the necessary consequence of it 
being prevented from happening to you is that it will happen 
to your neighbour. In so acting in defence of yourself. . . 
you have done nothing by any act intended to injure your 
neighbour and you are not answerable... .” 


Preparations against flooding 

In Nield v. London and Northwestern Railway Co. (1874), 
L.R. 10 Ex. 4, the defendants, owners of a canal and adjoining 
property, feared a flood overflow from a nearby river and 
therefore barricaded the canal with planks. As a result the 
flood water, when it entered the canal, was pressed back by 
these planks and overflowed and damaged premises of the 
plaintiff. The defendants escaped liability, ‘‘ the flood being 
a common enemy against which every man has a right to 


defend himself,” and the law, as Bramwell, J., said, allows, 
in such circumstances, “a kind of reasonable selfishness.”’ 


Naturally this “ reasonable selfishness '’ does not permit a 
man to interfere with the rights of adjacent landowners, 
e.g., by altering the course of a natural river or by building 
banks which would, in times of ordinary flood, make water 
overflow on to his neighbour's land: Menzies v. Breadalbane 
(Earl) (1828), 3 Bligh (N.s.) 414. On the other hand, Simpson 
v. Godmanchester Corporation [1897] A.C. 696, shows that the 
right to discharge flood water over another's property may be 
acquired as an easement by prescription. 


Apart from these considerations, riparian owners who are 
the occupiers of agricultural land should note that they are 
under a positive statutory duty, imposed by s. 35 of the Land 
Drainage Act, 1930, to clean out a stream in all cases where 
it is in such a condition that the proper flow of water is 
impeded, the test being whether, by such impediment, 
“ agricultural land belonging to or in the occupation of some 
other person is injured by water or is in danger of being so 
injured.” 


Application of Rylands vy. Fletcher 


If the householder referred to at the beginning of this 
article had made an artificial pond or reservoir in his grounds 
and this had become flooded so that it overflowed and flooded 
his neighbour's land he would, prima facie, be liable for this 
damage. If negligence could be established—in the con- 
struction or maintenance of the pond—he would probably 
have no answer to an action for damages, but, apart from 
negligence, the building of the pond would be a “ non-natural 
user’ of the land and the familiar principles of Rylands v. 
Fletcher (1868), L.R. 3 H.L. 330, would apply. The water 
would be something likely to do damage if it escaped and 
would be kept at one’s peril. Possible defences would be 
that the escape was due to the plaintiff's own default or, as 
Nichols v. Marsland (1875), L.R. 10 Ex. 255, showed, that it 
arose from vis major or act of God (extraordinary and 
unprecedented rainfall), or that the construction was originally 
erected for the common benefit of plaintiff and defendant, 
e.g., Peters v. Prince of Wales Theatre (Birmingham), Lid. 
[1943] K.B. 73, the case where the sprinkler system, having 
thawed after frost, damaged the respondents’ premises but 
liability was avoided on the grounds of implied consent to 
the installation. To establish that an event is an act of 
God, it is not, it may be noted, necessary to establish that it 
never happened before ; it suffices to establish that it could 
not reasonably be anticipated, according to the authority of 
Nitro-Phosphate and Odams Chemical Manure Co. v. London 
and St. Katherine Docks Co. (1878), 9 Ch.D. 503. 


The artificial reservoir or lake is, perhaps, a comparatively 
unusual hazard. More common is the flooding which arises 
when water overflows as the result of the choking of such an 
artificial device as a culvert or sewer. Many natural streams 
are, of course, artificially confined by culverts in built-up 
areas and they become a particular hazard when, as has 
happened this year in southern England, heavy rain coincides 
with the fall of autumn leaves. 


When occupier liable 
Prima facie, the person in occupation of land in which a 
natural stream is confined in artificial channels or culverts is 
liable for its escape. As Lord Finlay, L.C., said in Greenock 
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Corporation v. Caledonian Railway Co., Lid. [1917] A.C. 556, 
at p. 572, one who effects such works must see that ‘‘ what he 
substitutes for the channel provided by nature is adequate 
to carry off the water brought down even by an extraordinary 
rainfall, ’’ and liability arises irrespective of whether the 
occupier or someone else constructed the culvert 
(Westhoughton Coal and Cannel Co. v. Wigan Coal Corporation, 
Lid. [1939] Ch. 800); and, as the case of Sedleigh-Denfield 
v. St. Joseph’s Society for Foreign Missions & Hillman [1940] 
A.C. 880, seems to establish, this is so even if the 
construction was the work of a trespasser and done without 
the occupier’s knowledge. 

In a recent case before the Court of Appeal, Pemberton v. 
Bright and Devon County Council [1960] 1 W.L.R. 436; 
p. 349, ante, the facts were that the plaintiff's house was at 
the lowest point of a catchment area. A stream ran across 
the first defendant’s land and then through a culvert under 
the road. The Devon County Council had, in the past, 
extended the culvert, and their roadmen periodically cleaned 
it out. In 1956, however, when the culvert entrance was 
blocked, the stream overflowed and damaged the plaintiff's 
house. The absence of a culvert grid was partly responsible 
for the flooding. Both the landowner and the county council 
were held liable, the council for constructing the culvert 
without a grid and creating a potential nuisance which 
developed into an actionable nuisance, and the landowner 
because, as occupier of the land where the nuisance existed, 
he allowed it to continue. 

Perhaps a majority of culverts and sewers are to-day 
provided by a local authority and, faced by flood water from 
a surcharged sewer, irritated householders are apt to think 
that local authorities ought to provide against foreseeable 
needs. Their duty, which is not absolute, is set out in s. 14 
of the Public Health Act, 1936, and is to provide such “ sewers 
as may be necessary for effectively draining their district 
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for the purposes of the Act....” The damage suffered from 
a surcharged sewer may be all too obvious but legal pro- 
ceedings against local authorities may prove hazardous. The 
plaintiff failed in such cases as Strettons Derby Brewery Co. 
v. Derby Corporation (1894), 69 L.T. 791, and in Robinson v. 
Workington Corporation (1897), 61 J.P. 164, because, though 
a spread of housing had rendered sewers inadequate and 
flooding certainly resulted, the defendants could show that 
they were bona fide considering a new sewerage system. In 
Hesketh v. Birmingham Corporation (1924), 88 J.P. 77, it was 
indicated that if the plaintiff could prove negligence by the 
local authority his remedy would be, not by way of an action 
for damages, but a claim for compensation under the Public 
Health Act, 1875 (now s. 278 of the Act of 1936). There 
would also appear to be a remedy by way of application to the 
Ministry for a public inquiry, under s. 322 of the 1936 Act. 
(In London the Public Health (London) Act, 1936, contains 
no corresponding provisions for compensation and the 
remedy is apparently by way of application for an order of 
mandamus: Lee District Board v. London County Council 
(1899), 64 J.P. 20.) 

A further difficulty in the way of a plaintiff is that a local 
authority may be able to set up the defence of act of God 
if the flooding was caused by unprecedented rain. The case 
of Brown v. Sargent (1858), 1 F. & F. 112, illustrated that 
they are not bound to provide sewers capable of withstanding 
the pressure caused by extraordinary storms. 

This short survey cannot cover every aspect of a wide- 
ranging branch of the law, but it appears to be the case that 
he who seeks legal redress against the consequences of flood 
is apt to find multiple difficulties in his way. The law has 
traditionally recognised that water is an element difficult to 
control and has not yet succeeded in devising a code for the 
protection of the unfortunate victim of flooding which is, so 
to speak, watertight. A.P. 


THE SOLICITOR AND THE BUILDING SOCIETY 


One of the most striking trends in current professional 
thinking is the growing realisation that “ productivity ” 
matters to the solicitor. It is not suggested that the pro- 
fession is alone in the adoption of more efficient methods 
of conducting its own, and its clients’, business. Nevertheless 
staff shortages, wage rises, a demand for more and better 
office amenities, increases in rents, printing and stationery 
costs and all other overheads strike particularly harshly at a 
profession which, by virtue of its proper and peculiar rules, 
cannot counter these pressures by the normal business 
methods of larger advertising budgets or even more massive 
mass-production. The inertia and conservatism of many 
offices have to-day broken down and, in some more striking 
instances, the transition has been made almost in one leap 
from the quill-pen and the letter-press to the photo-copier 
and the dictating machine. It is not the purpose of this 
article to develop the theme of the desirability of these 
changes ; however, a stage is reached at some time when no 
further reorganisation, either in the individual solicitor’s 
office or in the offices of the profession generally, will produce 
commensurate advances. The next step is then for the 
profession to see what other external features of its daily 
life may benefit from re-appraisal. A thorough re-thinking 








of every aspect of practice may show that the practices of 
many years either can still be justified or else can be discarded 
without loss or risk. 

The writer believes that the building society movement 
would amply repay such study, and wishes to offer some 
personal observations on the topic. Let it be clear: this is 
no “ attack’ upon building societies. They have a lasting 
and important part to play in an increasingly property- 
owning society. The solicitor is the last person to want to 
be antagonistic to these allies, but a desire for amity does not 
preclude, it is hoped, a friendly word or two of admonition. 


Antiquated ideologies 


The conclusion must be reached that too many societies 
remain wedded to the ideologies of those thrifty Victorian 
and Edwardian times that saw their birth, so far as concern 
for the mere mechanics of mortgage procedure is any guide. 
The societies may employ the most skilled talents of the 
advertising agent for newspaper announcements, the most 
advanced tastes of the interior decorator for office premises 
and indeed the most brilliant techniques of the financial 
expert for investment policy, but seem to delight in retaining 
as draftsmen of mortgage documents the disciples of prolixity 
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VALUATIONS 


OF INDUSTRIAL BUILDINGS, PLANT AND MACHINERY, etc., FOR 
PROBATE, COMPANY PROMOTION, INSURANCE, etc. 





ViCtoria 2002 (3 lines) 


JOHN FOORD AND COMPANY 


56 VICTORIA STREET, LONDON, S.W.1 








The aim of this Society is to bring consolation and renewed 
happiness into the lives of those who are bedridden or house-bound and 
yet are too poor to buy a wireless set . . . to give them some relief from 
the deadly boredom which so often mars their lives . . . to keep them in 
touch with the outside world—with Religion, Music and Entertainment. 


Since its foundation in 1939 the Society has provided free wireless 
facilities in cities, towns and remote villages throughout Great Britain 
and Northern Ireland. 


Full details of the Society’s activities are available from the 
Secretary who will also be pleased to supply Deed of Covenant forms, 
Bankers orders or Bequest forms. 


WIRELESS FOR THE BEDRIDDEN 
SOCIETY 
President : His Grace the Archbishop of Canterbury 


55a Welbeck Street, W.1 Telephone: WELbeck 0949 
(Registered in accordance with the National Assistance Act, 1948) 








A SPECIALIST SERVICE 


for 


ADMINISTRATION 


and all other Legal and Government 


BONDS 


and 


INDEMNITY POLICIES 





The qualified staff of the Association will help to 
solve your difficulties 





THE 


NATIONAL GUARANTEE 


AND SURETYSHIP ASSOCIATION LIMITED 
ESTABLISHE> 1863 


HEAD OFFICE : 
17 Charlotte Square, 
Edinburgh, 2 


LONDON OFFICE : 
Northern House, 
29 Gresham Street, E.C.2 


BRANCHES IN ALL PRINCIPAL TOWNS AND CITIES 
IN GREAT BRITAIN, NORTHERN IRELAND AND EIRE 
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EDWARD ERDMAN & CO. 


AUCTIONEERS, VALUERS, SURVEYORS anp ESTATE AGENTS 
® 
Valuations and Surveys for Probate and all purposes 
Estates managed - Rents collected 
Compensation claims under Town and Country Planning Act 
Rating Appeals ~ Dilapidation Claims 
Preparation of plans - Supervision of Building work 
Advice on Investments of Trust Funds 

















6, GROSVENOR STREET, LONDON, W.1 


MAYPratrR 8191 



































FLYING ANGEL 

is a flag well known to 

seamen. It stands for a 

world-wide ministry to 
body, mind and soul. 

A legacy to THE 

MISSIONS TO SEAMEN will keep the flag flying 
—no better service could be rendered to seafarers. 

Please note exact style and title of the Society 


THE MISSIONS TO SEAMEN 
4 BUCKINGHAM PALACE GaRrpDENs, Lonpon, S.W.1 


Please mention ‘‘ Tue Souicitors’ JOURNAL” when replying to Advertisements 
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OUR DEBT 
TO NURSES 


———-is inealeulable. But this _ 
to some extent, be re 
by remembering the 
Nurses who gave devoted 
service in return for a 
miserable salary and who 
now need your help to pro- 
vide them with security in 
their old age. 





NURSES’ MEMORIAL TO 
KING EDWARD VII 


was founded in 1912 to maintain a Home or Homes 
for Retired Nurses. Donations and Subscriptions 
under Covenant are urgently needed—also Bequests 
—to support the work of this Voluntary Organisation 
and to maintain its Home for elderly Nurses. 


THE 


Please write for brochure and address all enquiries to :— 


THe Hon. SECRETARY AT 15 BUCKINGHAM STREET 
Lonpbon, W.C.2 














THE COST OF SAVING 








The National Children’s Home is caring for over 3,000 
children who have been deprived of a normal home life. 
Our need for support is as vital as ever and we depend 
upon YOU to help us to give these children the chance 
they deserve. 
The future of our children is a good investment. 
Legacies are specially welcomed 


NATIONAL CHILDREN’S HOME 


CHIEF OFFICES: 85 HIGHBURY PARK, LONDON, N.5. 
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Point in 
Practice! 





. When advising on 


Patron: H.M. The?Queen 


WILLS AND BEQUESTS 


Please remember the RNMDSF. . 

ministering to the needs of shipwrecked, 

sick, disabled, retired and sea-going 

fishermen, their wives, widows and 
children. 


ROYAL NATIONAL MISSION 
TO DEEP SEA FISHERMEN 


43 NOTTINGHAM PLACE, LONDON, W.|I 


Sir William S. Duthie, O.B.E., M.P. 


Chairman : 








sTeEEL SHELVING 


72" HIGH 
34" WIDE 
12" DEEP 


@ Brand new — Manufac- 
tured in our own works 
@ Shelves adjustable every 
inch 
@ Heavy gauge shelves will 
carry 400 Ibs. each 
@ Stove enamelled Dark 
Green 
@ 6 shelves per bay — Extra 
shelves 8/- each 
@ Quantity discounts 
Deliveries free to 
England, Scotland and 
Wales 


£3 . 15s. 
Ready for Erection 


@ Also available in White 
at £5 per bay. 


N. C. BROWN « 


S.J]. Wing 


HEYWOOD - LANCS 


—the manufacturers! 











ALL OTHER SIZES 
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keen prices. 


Telephone : 
Heywood 69018 (6lines) 
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and verbosity. In many cases, it seems, no drafting “ slum- 
clearance has been attempted for years. No complete 
re-drafting of traditional printed forms has been effected 
but just patching and tinkering, “ making do and mending.” 
There is a significant feature which distinguishes these two 
aspects of the societies’ activities. In the former, the 
societies make direct contact with the lay public, while in the 
latter the societies are represented to that lay public through 
and by the solicitor. The opprobrium and distaste for “ legal 
jargon’ aroused in many lay clients by the voluminous 
and closely printed mortgage forms still required by the 
societies seem then to be laid at the door of the hapless 
solicitor. This must often be considered one further instance 
of his taking refuge in masses of esoteric verbiage (for fear 
that if plainer wholesome speech were to be used the layman 
might be less impressed by the expertise of his legal adviser ?). 

It may be objected that this is to paint too black a picture ; 
the writer may have darkened the highlights (if that is 
possible) but, to justify his general point, would pose to his 
readers this simple test : would you find it impossible to take 
any standard form of building society mortgage and re-draft 
it in such a manner that, without sacrifice of one item of 
protection of the society’s security, you ended with a simpler 
and more satisfactory document? It must be for few 
societies indeed that the honest answer would be that such a 
task would be impossible. 


Specific instances 

To take a few instances of particular points :— 

(a) It would be interesting to know how many societies 
retain the machinery of share-holding for advances to 
borrowers and, of those that do, the reasons for retention. 
The former reasons of mutual self-help have long since 
ceased to operate: what help is it now to Mr. Smith who is 
borrowing, say, £2,225, to know that he does so as the proud 
holder of 22-25, 22 and 25/100ths, 222}, or even 2,225 shares ? 
Little help indeed, but the consequence for the solicitor is that 
either he does his job conscientiously and tries to explain 
what significance share-holding does have or he hastily 
slips over those words in trying to explain to the borrower 
the purport and effect of the deed he is to be asked to execute. 

(6) It would seem that the predilection of some societies 
for the old-fashioned mortgage by demise, instead of charge 
by way of legal mortgage, entails countless disadvantages 
for no gain at all. The notion of a charge, of security and 
priority for the mortgage debt and of the economics of a 
mortgage thus effected are readily grasped by the majority 
of mortgagors to whom the sophisticated concept of a long 
term of years is an insurmountable intellectual barrier. 
The case on legal grounds for the retention of the mortgage 
by demise in preference to the charge by way of legal mortgage 
is a case yet to be made out; one sincerely doubts if it will 
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be made out by the building society draftsmen who still 
favour it. 

(c) The powers of mortgagees under the 1925 legislation are 
apparently poorly thought of by many of the conveyancing 
experts for the building societies, who repeat those powers, 
with (mostly) appropriate amendments, at length in their 
mortgage deeds when their object might equally well be 
served by a simpler and shorter clause modifying those rights 
in the manner deemed necessary by the societies. 

(d) A few diehards still retain attornment clauses, a 
source of continuing bewilderment to the layman and 
embarrassment to the lawyer who must both explain and 
often justify this outworn device. What possible consolation 
does Mr. Brown find in the knowledge that his notional 
rent-free tenancy is determinable without notice ? 

These are examples of technical problems where a more 
forward-looking spirit in the building societies could result 
in modifications that would assist the solicitor in his task 
of presenting to his client the essence of the transaction 
into which he is to enter in as clear and concise a form as 
possible. If that end can be achieved, as surely it can, 
without damage to the proper interests of the society in 
question, the result is gain all round—gain to the society, 
which has put clearly before the borrower the terms and 
conditions of the bargain it has made with him, gain to the 
borrower, who has better understood those terms and con- 
ditions, and gain to the solicitor, who has been able to 
concentrate on his task of explaining those terms and con- 
ditions to the borrower—his client too—without being trapped 
and delayed by needless repetition or senseless circumlocution. 


No copy of report for filing 

In other less technical fields, too, some building societies 
at least could do more to help the solicitor to help himself 
and the society. How galling, for instance, to find that one 
is asked to confirm, when reporting on title, that special 
conditions (a), (b), (c), etc., have been complied with and then 
to discover no second copy of the printed report, for retention 
in the solicitor’s file. This involves either making a full 
copy of the report which is to be sent off to the society, or 
writing for a spare print. The slightest administrative 
change by the offending societies could remedy this particular 
source of annoyance. 

The writer believes that the co-operation of building 
societies with the profession could result in a general increase 
in efficiency. Not only is that a gain by reduction of wasted 
time and effort ; it must lead to a lessening of the layman's 
fears of the lawyer's expertise—the fears that in technicality 
lies waste and inefficiency and that in paying for expertise 


he is in part subsidising that waste and inefficiency. One 
suspects that sometimes the fears are not groundless. 
J. E. Apams, 
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On the 24th November, 1860, at a time when the autocratic 
government of Napoleon III was giving great anxiety, THE 
SoLiciTors’ JoURNAL published extracts from a manifesto by 
Maitre Berreyer, the grand old man of the French Bar: ‘“‘ When 
the tribune is mute, or its voices heard only in imperfect echoes ; 
when the censorship of the press undisguisedly interposes its 
official warning; when the journals are subjected to the fear 
of summary suppression ; . when ministerial responsibility 
is abolished and criticism of public acts may be at once construed 
into outrage or attack upon the head of the State, from whom 
all things proceed, and to whom all things turn ; when the hopes 


2 


of promotion corrupt the independence of the magistracy ; 
when impatience for the success of prosecutions denounces 
judicial moderation or indulgence, as paralysing justice and 
ruining the cause of morality-——the independence of the Bar 
remains the only bulwark of the citizen against . . . groundless 
prosecution. The worst may be feared if this is mutilated ; 
nothing need be despaired of if it is maintained and respected. 
My hope is that through the Bar will triumph the persevering 
efforts of sound reason, the spirit of justice and of public 
virtue. I may, at least, say with d’Agnesseau, through the Bar 
will be heard the last cry of expiring liberty.”’ 
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SMITH’S 


“IF you are satisfied . . . he must as a reasonable man have 
contemplated that grievous bodily harm was likely to result 
to that officer . . . and that such harm did happen and the 
officer died in consequence, then the accused is guilty of 
capital murder.”’ 

So ran the final direction of Donovan, J., to the jury at the 
Central Criminal Court in April, 1960, in the celebrated case of 
R. v. Smith: a direction moreover later to be rejected as 
wrong in law on appeal to the Court of Criminal Appeal 
(R. v. Smith (1960) 3 W.L.R. 92; p. 510, ante, Byrne, Sachs 
and Winn, JJ.) and finally to be re-established by the House 
of Lords (Director of Public Prosecutions v. Smith [1960] 
3 W.L.R. 546; p. 683, ante, Viscount Kilmuir, L.C., Lords 
Goddard, Tucker, Denning and Parker, C.J.). 

This was a decision of great importance, involving as it 
does the basic question of the criterion of responsibility in our 
criminal law, and producing a resounding victory for the 
“ objective test.’’ It was hardly surprising, therefore, that 
many legal authors expressed their disappointment at this 
result which has finally confirmed that the doubts and fears 
engendered by the decision of the Court of Criminal Appeal in 
R. v. Ward {1956) 1 Q.B. 351, were justified. Readers will 
recall, however, that in a recent article in this journal (p. 771, 
ante) Mr. Yahuda took an optimistic view of the decision of 
their lordships in Smith's case, considering that Donovan, J.’s 
direction was ‘“‘in complete accordance with customary 
pattern "’ and further that “ in the result . . . the decisions of 
the two tribunals are not—fram a practical viewpoint— 
far apart.’’ It is the purpose of this article to contest both 
of these propositions and to suggest that their lordships have 
reintroduced a doctrine of constructive malice into our law— 
thus defeating the aims of the Legislature as expressed in 
s. 1 of the Homicide Act, 1957—and further, that the implica- 
tions of the acceptance of the “ objective test ’’’ in this case 
cannot be confined to the law of murder alone. 


Facts of Smith’s case 

It may be useful to recall the facts in Smith's case. Smith 
was driving a car in the back of which he had deposited 
certain stolen goods; a police constable, noticing the goods, 
asked Smith to pull into the kerb, upon which Smith 
accelerated ; the constable clung to the side of the car in a 
brave attempt to prevent Smith getting away, but the car 
pursued an erratic course, until eventually the constable was 
shaken off, and fell in the path of another car, receiving fatal 
injuries. Smith was charged with the murder of a police officer 
acting in the execution of his duty, a charge which is capital 
under s. 5 of the Homicide Act, 1957. Summing up, 
Donovan, J., commenced by explaining to the jury how the 
law of murder is not restricted to the requirement of an intent 
to kill but that an intent to cause grievous bodily harm to 
another is sufficient. Donovan, J., then proceeded to the 
more difficult problem of how the jury should judge whether 
the prosecution had established that the accused had the 
necessary intent 

His direction might be stated in the following proposition : 
“If a reasonable man would have foreseen the consequences, 
then you musi find that the accused intended them.” 


Presumption of intention 


Now it has long been a useful and well worn guide for 
judges in directing a jury to state the so-called “ presumption ”’ 


CASE: A PESSIMISTIC 
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REASSESSMENT 


that a man intends the natural consequences of his acts. 
This presumption was never intended to be more than a 
common-sense guide, rebuttable by evidence of actual intent 
(quite apart from any question of sanity, drunkenness, 
mistake, etc.), or, to use the words of Denning, L.J., ‘‘ when 
people say that a man must be taken to intend the natural 
consequences of his acts, they fall into error ; there is no ‘ must’ 
about it, it is only ‘may.’ The presumption of intention 
is not a proposition of law, but a proposition of ordinary good 
sense ’’ (Hosegood v. Hosegood (1950), 66 T.L.R. (Pt. 1) 735, 
at p. 738). Seen against this interpretation it will be observed 
that Donovan, J.’s direction falls precisely into this error. 
In fairness, however, it should be stated that the presumption 
does lend itself to confusion. Firstly, as Mr. Turner has 
pointed out (Kenny, Outlines of Criminal Law, 17th ed.), 
the use of the word “ natural” lends itself to an emotional 
loading of the argument, for, in a sense, all consequences are 
natural. Again, as a proposition of “ ordinary good sense ”’ 
its strength must vary from case to case so that, the more 
obvious it is that a certain consequence will follow, the 
stronger the presumption that it is intended, until, ultimately, 
judges will be tempted to confuse “may” with “must.” It was, 
therefore, not very surprising, but none the less disturbing, to 
find that the Court of Criminal Appeal in R. v. Ward con- 
sidered the proposition was one of “ must,’’ i.e., irrebuttable. 
In Ward's case a man of low intelligence, in a fit of temper, 
shook his child violently, thereby causing its death. Ward 
was convicted of murder and, on appeal, Lord Goddard, C.J., 
upheld the trial verdict on the ground that where any sane 
man “‘ must have known that what he was doing would cause 
at least grievous bodily harm, and that the death is the result 
.. . then that amounts to murder in law ”’ (at p. 356). 

In Smith’s case on appeal to the Court of Criminal Appeal 
counsel for the appellant sought that the verdict of capital 
murder should be set aside on the ground that Donovan, J.’s 
direction was contrary to the golden thread of subjective 
liability in our criminal law, Ward’s case being inconsistent 
with the general stream of authority. Byrne, J., reading the 
verdict of the court, allowed the appeal and came down heavily 
on the side of the subjective test. The doctrine of precedent, 
however, forced Byrne, J., into an embarrassing tussle with 
Ward's case and he was driven to explaining it away, stating 
that the true ratio in that case was that the harm there was 
certain, and thus the decision justified by the particular 
facts. 

Lord Chancellor’s speech 


Whilst it could hardly be suggested that this was an entirely 
satisfactory state of affairs, it was, undoubtedly, the most that 
could be expected, for only the House of Lords could now give 
an authoritative statement. Thus there was much expecta- 
tion when the Director of Public Prosecutions, with the fiat 
of the Attorney-General, appealed to that august body, 
few people thinking that the conviction of capital murder 
would be restored. Viscount Kilmuir, L.C., however, giving 
the sole reasoned judgment of the court—with which his 
fellow Lords of Appeal, including both Lords Goddard and 
Denning, concurred—made the following remarkable state- 
ment: “The only test available . . . is what the ordinary 
responsible man would have contemplated. That, 
indeed, has always been the law.”’ 

Leaving aside considerations of desirable social policy in 
relation to criminal responsibility—and perhaps we might 
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is alert to his opportunities for 
arranging insurances for his 
clients, and advising them as to 
the benefits which can thereby 
be secured. 

The Norwich Union group, 
progressive in outlook and with 
assets of over £250,000,000, 
offers a wide range of policies on 
attractive terms to suit the 
individual needs of business men. 
With more than 100 branch 
offices in the United Kingdom 
the Societies provide a 

prompt and efficient service 


to their agents. 
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Tots all round from the Central Barrel! That is how the work 
of King George’s Fund for Sailors seems to seamen. For 
from this central ‘barrel’ come funds for over 120 Sailors’ 
Benevolent Societies. It needs to be a big ‘barrel’ indeed to 
help all ranks of all sea-services everywhere. 

So when your client wants to know how best to aid seafarers 
there is no better ‘brief’ than King George's Fund for Sailors. 


King George’s Fund for Sailors 
1 Chesham Street, London, S.W.1 SLOane 0331 (5 lines) 








AID IN ADVERSITY 


When professional earnings cease by reason of old age, failing 
health or adversity, and retirement pension or annuities are 
often found to be inadequate, The Professional Classes Aid 
Council supplies temporary or permanent relief for men and 
women and their’ dependants, whose own professional 
benevolent funds are either unable to help sufficiently or to 
assist at all. Last year £18,741 in grants were distributed 
under the following headings : 
1. Permanent help to the aged and chronic sick. 
2. Temporary help following disaster whilst plans were 
being made for the future. 
3." Education and training grants to young people 
unable to obtain the type of help they needed from 
the state. 


LEGACIES, SUBSCRIPTIONS AND DONATIONS 
are urgently needed to ensure the continuance of this work 
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AID COUNCIL inc.) 
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MORAL 
SUPPORT 


The life-boat service needs more 
than moral support. It needs material 
help. You can give this help by 
sending a donation to:— 


ROYAL NATIONAL 
LIFE-BOAT INSTITUTION 


42, GROSVENOR GARDENS 
LONDON, S.W.|! 


Supported wholly by vol contributi. 





BUTTERWORTH PUBLICATIONS 


MAHAFFY AND DODSON’S ROAD TRAFFIC ACTS 
3rd edition. This work, which is being prepared under the General 
Editorship of Gerald A. Kidner in collaboration with Robert 
Schless and Paul H. Niekirk, is being produced in two parts—one 
a 650-page bound volume (ready Spring 1961) and the other a loose- 
leaf volume (ready December) containing over 600 pages. 


Complete work : £7 7s. net per set, by post 3s. 6d. extra ; Service 
issues will be charged as and when published. 


SCHLESS ON THE 1960 ROAD TRAFFIC ACTS 
Part of Butterworths Annotated Legislation Service, this December 
Publication is published in a separate volume for non-subscribers to 
that Service. MAHAFFY AND DODSON subscribers will find it 
an excellant temporary substitute for volume 1! of that work, and 
can purchase it at 42s. 6d. net instead of the published price of 50s. 
Postage is Is. 9d. extra. 


THE LAWYER’S REMEMBRANCER AND POCKET 
BOOK, 1961, is now ready. This popular annual is in greater 
demand than ever, so that intending subscribers are advised to order 


as soon as poseibte. 16s. net, by post Is. extra, 


BUTTERWORTHS 
88 KINGSWAY, LONDON, W.C.2 
Showroom : 11-12 Bell Yard, Temple, W.C.2 























The only Society supporting 
missionary and relief work 
in the lands of the Bible 


THE BIBLE LANDS 
MIssIons’ AID SOCIETY 


(founded by the 7th Earl of Shaftesbury with the Lord 
Kinnaird as its first Treasurer over 100 years ago) 


needs 
Legacies Subscriptions Donations 
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justify the objective test on these grounds—it is suggested 
that the Lord Chancellor holds an incorrect view of the history 
of our criminal law. | Ever since the era of strict responsibility 
for injuries caused, criminal law in this country has had as its 
very basis this golden thread of subjective guilt or mens rea— 
Coke embodying this in the maxim : “Et actus non facit reum 
mist mens sit rea.”’ Viscount Kilmuir, L.C., faced with the 
quoted passage in Hosegood v. Hosegood, considered the 
remarks of Denning, L.J., were confined to the question of 
constructive desertion which was at issue in that case (a view 
difficult, it is submitted, to maintain, having regard to the 
actual passage, but yet one with which Lord Denning 
surprisingly concurred). It might also be noted that Viscount 
Kilmuir, L.C., added that Byrne, J.’s explanation of Ward's 
case was unwarranted. 


Basis of Lords’ decision historically inaccurate 


On analysis, it is submitted that the basis of the decision 
of the House of Lords in Smith’s case is, if nothing else, 
historically inaccurate. Mr. Yahuda’s view that Donovan, 
J.’s direction was “ in complete accordance with the customary 
pattern ’’ may be more justified in the light of the decision in 
Ward's case, but it is none the less in direct conflict with the 
cardinal principle of our criminal law. Mr. Yahuda’s other 
contention, ‘‘ that the decisions of the two tribunals are not— 
from a practical viewpoint—far apart,”’ also breaks down on 
analysis. It is respectiully submitted that they are very far 
apart indeed, since a final break has been made with a sub- 
jective basis of responsibility. It may be that the adoption 
of an objective basis of responsibility is a deliberate attempt to 
curb the increasing wave of crimes of violence in this country, 
and it should be noted in this context that the decision of the 
House of Lords is not worded in such a manner as to restrict 
it solely to the law of murder—though judges in future cases 


PRE-EMPTION 


It is becoming increasingly common to find a provision in 
the articles of association of private companies whereby a 
member who wishes to sell his shares is bound to offer them to 
his fellow members at a price calculated in the manner 
specified in the articles before transferring them to an outside 
purchaser. This restriction on the free alienability of the 
shares undoubtedly satisfies the requirement of the Companies 
Act, 1948, s. 28 (1), that a private company’s articles must 
restrict the right to transfer its shares, and it is therefore 
often the only restriction on alienation found therein, although 
it is commoner to find it in combination with a provision 
(such as that in Table A, Pt. II, para. 3) empowering the 
directors to decline to register any transfer of shares, even 
to an existing member, or even to an outsider after the 
pre-emption rights of the existing members have been 
exhausted. Pre-emption clauses have not yet become 
sufficiently standardised to find a place in Table A, but 
recent cases have emphasised their importance, especially in 
connection with take-over bids, and it is therefore proposed 
to deal with all aspects of them in this article. 


Validity of pre-emption provisions 
A pre-emption provision in articles of association is a 
restriction on the right of the registered shareholder to 
transfer his shares to such persons and at such prices as he 
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may well strive to explain away its implications by so 
restricting it. 

One further point must be made. A new doctrine of 
constructive malice has been evolved. It will be recalled that 
under the old law, prior to the Homicide Act, 1957, one was 
deemed to have the necessary intent or malice for the purposes 
of murder if one killed in the course of committing a felony or 
while resisting arrest. This doctrine had been under fire for 
over a century as being, in the words of the Report of the 
Royal Commission on Capital Punishment (Cmd. 8932), 
“quite inconsistent with the general principle of criminal 
liability.’" As a result of the recommendations of the Com- 
missioners, by s. 1 (1) of the Homicide Act, 1957, it was enacted, 
“Where a person kills another in the course or furtherance of 
some other offence, the killing shall not amount to murder 
unless done with the same malice aforethought (express or 
implied) as is required for a killing to amount to murder not 
done in the course or furtherance of another offence.’’ Thus 
it seemed that the Legislature had abolished a contradictory 
rule whereby one might commit murder unintentionally. 
Smith’s case, however, would seem to have made a great 
inroad into the effect of this section. As Professor Glanville 
Williams has shown (The Times, 12th October, 1960), it would 
appear that a person is now guilty of murder if (1) he intends 
to do something unlawful to someone, and (2) an ordinary 
man would foresee that the unlawful act would be likely to 
cause really serious harm, and (3) the act in fact causes death. 
Thus the only subjective element is in respect of (1)—‘‘ Hence 
we now have not merely a felony-murder rule but a mis- 
demeanour or summary-offence murder rule such as causing 
fright by way of a stupid practical joke.’’ This is indeed 
constructive malice with a vengeance and good ground, 
surely, for a pessimistic assessment of Smith's case. 


J.B.G. 





SHARES 


chooses. At first blush, therefore, it would seem to be subject 
to the rule which invalidates unreasonable restraints on the 
alienation of property. It has been held that a provision 
in a devise of realty whereby the devisee was required to offer 
the property to a small and contracting class of persons who 
might not wish to buy (Re Brown ; District Bank, Ltd. v. 
Brown [1954] Ch. 39), or to offer it at a price substantially 
Jess than its market value (Re Rosher ; Rosher v. Rosher 
(1884), 26 Ch.D. 801; Re Cockerill ; Mackaness v. Percival 
[1929] 2 Ch. 131), before selling to a third party, was an 
unreasonable restraint, and consequently was void. The rule 
against restraints on alienation applies to personalty as well 
as realty (Re Brown; District Bank, Lid. v. Brown (1954) 
Ch. 39, at p. 44, per Harman, J.), but in the leading case 
where it was sought to apply it to pre-emption clauses in 
articles of association (Borland’s Trustee v. Steel Bros. & Co., 
Ltd. {1901} 1 Ch. 279), Farwell, J., rejected the contention in 
these words (at p. 288) :— 

“ It is said, first of all, that such provisions are repugnant to 
absolute . They are likened to the case of a 
settlor or test: -4or who settles or gives a sum of money subject 
to executory limitations which are to arise in the future, 
interpreting the articles as if they provided that if at any time 
hereafter, during centuries to come, the company should 
desire the shares of a particular person . he must sell them. 
To my mind that is applying to company law a principle which 
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is wholly inapplicable thereto 
such suggestion has been made, and it rests, I think, on a 
misconception of what a share in a company really is. A 
share is the interest of a shareholder in the company measured 
by a sum of money for the purpose of liability in the first 
place, and of interest in the second, but also consisting of a 
series of mutual covenants entered into by all the shareholders 
inter se in accordance with [s. 20 of the Companies Act, 1948]. 
The contract contained in the articles of association is one of 
the original incidents of the share, A share is not a sum of 
money settled in the way suggested, but is an interest measured 
by a sum of money and made up of various rights contained in 
the contract, including the right to a sum of money of a more 
or less amount.” 


It is the first time that any 


In other words, the pre-emption clause is not a limitation or 
condition subsequent imposed on an absolute interest in 
property, and so subject to the rule against restraints on 
alienation, but is an obligation forming one of the rights and 
obligations of which the share consists. If a share is viewed, 
not as a species of property subsisting apart from the rights 
and obligations of the shareholder, but simply as the sum 
total of those rights and obligations, it follows that none of 
the constituent obligations can be subject to a rule which 
invalidates restraints imposed on an existing proprietary 
interest. This view was accepted implicity by the Court of 
Appeal in Phillifs v. Manufacturers’ Securities, Ltd. (1917), 
86 L.J. Ch. 305, where a provision in the company’s articles 
was upheld whereby a general meeting was empowered to 
compel any member to sell his shares to other members 
at a price substantially than their market value. 
Warrington, L.J. (at p. 314), described the general meeting 
as “ exercising a power inhereni in the nature of the property 
which Phillips holds—namely, the company.” 
Moreover, in the two cases concerning pre-emption clauses 
which have gone to the House of Lords, Hunter v. Hunter 
[1936] A.C. 222, and Lyle & Scott, Ltd. v. Scott's Trustees 
[1959] A.C. 763, the validity of such clauses was nowhere 
questioned by counsel or their lordships. It may, of course, 
be contended that the passive acceptance of such clauses by 
the House of Lords and the Court of Appeal will not prevent 
the question of their validity being raised in a future case. 
But the litigant who undertakes the challenge will find 
himself unarmed with any English authority, and will be 
forced to rely on the persuasive authority of certain early 
American cases (Ireland vy. Globe Milling and Reduction Co. 
(1895), R.I. 180; Victor G. Bloede Co. v. Bloede (1896), 84 
Md. 129) which held that pre-emption clauses are per se 
an unreasonable restraint on alienation and therefore void, 
but such cases have only been followed in more recent 
decisions where tlhe pre-emption provision was not needed to 
preserve the character of the company at the time of its 
incorporation (e.g., as a small independent family concern) 
(Lawson v. Household Finance Corporation (1930), 17 Del. Ch. 
343; Greene v. E. H. Rollins & Sons, Inc. (1938), 22 Del. Ch. 
394). Whether the Court of Appeal and the House of Lords 
will be prepared to make such refinements is highly 
questionable. 


less 


shares in 


Exercise of pre-emption rights 


The usual machinery provided by a pre-emption clause 
for the exercise of the other members’ rights to purchase 
the selling member's shares is that the member who wishes 
to sell his shares is required to notify the company’s secretary 
how many shares he wishes to sell and at what price, and the 
secretary passes this information to the other members, who 
may within a limited time (usually between fourteen days 
and a month) notify the secretary of their desire to purchase 
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the shares. If the other members desire to purchase all the 
shares which the selling member wishes to sell at the price 
he asks, it is a simple matter to complete the sale. If the 
other members do not between them elect to purchase all 
those shares, however, the selling member need not sell to 
them the smaller number of shares they wish to take unless 
the articles expressly so provide (Ocean Coal Co., Ltd. v. 
Powell Duffryn Steam Coal Co. [1932| 1 Ch. 654). If the 
other members wish to buy all the shares offered, but are not 
willing to pay the price asked by the selling member, the 
articles invariably provide for the determination of the price 
to be paid either by an objective formula, such as the value 
of the shares ascertained by apportioning the company’s 
net assets as shown in its most recent balance sheet, or by 
requiring the company’s auditors to fix the fair value of the 
shares according to their personal judgment. 

It is the latter provision for valuation by the auditors which 
often gives rise to much acrimony. The auditors act as 
valuers and not as arbitrators (Re Carus-Wilson & Greene 
(1886), 18 0.B.D. 7; Finnegan v. Allen {1943} K.B. 425), 
and so the provisions of the Arbitration Act, 1950, by which 
they can compel the production of information to assist 
them and by which they can be required to state a case for 
the opinion of the court, are inapplicable. Indeed, unless 
they set out the basis on which they have valued the shares 
in their valuation (which they are not bound to do), there is 
rarely any evidence of any impropriety in their method of 
valuation, and consequently nothing which the selling member 
may use to attack the valuation in a court. Where the 
auditors do give their reasons for arriving at their valuation 
of the shares, however, the court may set it aside if the stated 
reasons show that they acted on the wrong principles (Dean 
v. Prince [1954| Ch. 409). 

Not surprisingly, there are few cases where the court has 
laid down the principles which the auditors must follow in 
valuing shares under pre-emption clauses. In Dean v. 
Prince, supra, the Court of Appeal held that for the purpose 
of their valuation the auditors should value the company’s 
undertaking as though it could be sold as a going concern, 
unless the company’s insolvency or lack of working capital 
or other circumstances, such as the termination of the lease 
of its premises, made an immediate piecemeal sale of its 
assets unavoidable. In that particular case the Court of 
Appeal held, reversing Harman, J.’s decision at first instance 
({1953] Ch. 590), that an immediate sale was imperative to 
enable the company to pay a substantial accrued debt and 
so the auditors’ valuation on a break-up basis was correct 
even though the creditor was not pressing for payment. 
Although a valuation of the company’s undertaking must be 
the basis for the valuation of its shares, auditors should 
undoubtedly have regard to other matters besides the com- 
pany’s assets and liabilities. In Re Holt; Holt v. Inland 
Revenue Commissioners (1953) 1 W.L.R. 1488, where the 
question was how shares in a private company should be 
valued for the purpose of death duty, Danckwerts, J., held 
that account should be taken of the company’s past history 
of trading profits or losses and of its future prospects, and 
auditors would certainly have to take such matters into 
account under a pre-emption clause. Furthermore, it is 
submitted that, in valuing shares under a pre-emption clause, 
account must be taken of the restrictions imposed by the 
articles on future transfers of the shares, and of the limited 
class of persons who would be interested in purchasing the 
shares even if the other members were not at present insisting 
on their pre-emption rights. But the Court of Appeal in 
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Dean v. Prince, supra, made it clear that no increased value 
may be attributed to the shares merely because a particular 
outsider wishes to acquire the company’s undertaking to 
extend his own business, a point of vital importance when a 
take-over bid has been made. 


There is a difference of judicial opinion as to whether a 
valuation of shares which carry voting control at general 
meetings should include an extra sum for the value of that 
control. In Dean v. Prince, supra, Lord Evershed, M.R. 
(at p. 419), thought that, if the voting rights attached to the 
shares amounted to, say, three-quarters of the total voting 
rights exercisable at general meetings, an allowance for the 
value of control should be made. This would seem logical, and 
is consistent with the decision of the House of Lords in Short 
v. Treasury Commissioners [1948] A.C. 534, where it was held 
that an allowance should be made for voting control enjoyed 
by an individual member who was compelled to sell his shares 
to the Government under war-time legislation. In Dean v. 
Prince, supra, however, Denning, L.J., and Wynn Parry, J., 
thought that no extra sum should be allowed for voting control, 
and that the fair value of a controlling shareholding should 
simply be taken as the appropriate multiple of the value of 
a minority holding. Since, in that case, the valuation was 
properly made on a break-up basis, the selling member's 
voting control had no monetary value, and the difference of 
judicial opinion was not important ; but where the company 
is a sound going concern, and particularly where a take-over 
bid has been made, the question will be a vital one. If an 
allowance should be made for voting control, it is questionable 
whether it should be made only where the selling member 
has sufficient votes to pass special or extraordinary resolutions 
in the face of a united opposition, as Lord Evershed, M.R., 
postulated when he spoke of voting control carrying three- 
quarters of the total voting rights. Voting rights amounting 
to anything over a third of the total exercisable usually have 
a value which is realisable on a voluntary sale of the holding, 
and there seems no reason why their value should not be 
taken into account. 


Enforcement and evasion 


The rights of the other members of a company under a 
pre-emption clause may be enforced by the company suing 
for an injunction to restrain the selling member from selling 
his shares to an outsider until he has first complied with the 
requirements of the clause (Lyle & Scott, Lid. v. Scott's 
Trustees [1959] A.C. 763), or by any of the other members 
suing for such an injunction (Rayfield v. Hands {1958} 
2 W.L.R. 851), or for an order requiring the company to 
rectify its register of members if a transfer to an outsider 
has been registered without the clause being complied with 
(Hunter v. Hunter, 1932, H. No. 3184 (unreported), referred 
to in Hunter v. Hunter [1936] A.C. 222, at p. 229). The action 
for an injunction is based on the statutory contract under 
the Companies Act, 1948, s. 20 (1), by which the selling 
member impliedly covenants with the company and his fellow 
members to conform to the provisions of the articles; the 
application for rectification of the company’s register of 
members is made under the Companies Act, 1948, s. 116 (1). 


The form of the injunction obtainable against the selling 
member is important. The pre-emption clause does not 
require him to sell his shares to the other members, but merely 
to offer the shares to them before selling to an outsider. 
Consequently, if the selling member has contracted to sell 
to an outsider, but has not completed the sale by having the 
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outsider registered as the holder of his shares, the selling 
member may escape complying with the pre-emption clause 
by terminating his contract with the outsider, either by 
agreement or by breaking it. For this reason the injunction 
made against the selling member must be suitably qualified, 
and must not simply be a mandatory order requiring him 
to offer his shares to his fellow members (Lyle & Scott, Lid. v. 
Scott's Trustees, supra). Similarly, if the selling member 
voluntarily offers his shares to his fellow members before 
contracting to sell them to an outsider, he may withdraw his 
offer at any time before it has been accepted if he chooses 
not to go ahead with the sale to the outsider (Smith v. 
Wilson (1901), 9 S.L.T. 137, approved in Lyle & Scott, Lid. 
v. Scott's Trustees, supra). 


Pre-emption clauses are usually framed in the form that, 
if any member desires to sell or to transfer his shares to an 
outsider, he shall first go through the procedure outlined in 
the clause. In Lyle & Scott, Ltd. v. Scott's Trustees, supra, 
the selling member suggested ingeniously (a) that his desire 
to transfer his shares was exhausted as soon as he contracted 
to sell them to the outsider, and consequently the pre-emption 
clause ceased to affect him as soon as that contract was 
entered into; and (6) (in the alternative) that the clause 
only applied if he intended to have the outsider registered as 
holder of his shares in his place, and since, in that particular 
case, the outsider had no intention of presenting a share 
transfer for registration, the pre-emption clause was inapplic- 
able. The House of Lords rejected both contentions, holding 
(a) that the selling member's desire to transfer must be treated 
as continuing until his contract with the outsider is terminated 
or completed by the outsider being registered as holder of 
the shares sold to him; and (6) that the selling member's 
desire to transfer his shares means his desire to transfer the 
benefit of them to the outsider, so that he has manifested his 
desire if he has agreed to sell them to an outsider, and 
a fortiori if he has executed a share transfer in respect of 
them, whether or not the outsider intends to present the 
transfer for registration. 


Passing of equitable title 


There is a conflict of judicial opinion as to whether a 
contract for the sale of shares to an outsider, or a share transfer 
executed in his favour, operates to pass the equitable title 
to the shares to him when the other members have not been 
given an opportunity to exercise their pre-emption rights, or 
whether such a contract or transfer is completely void. There 
is authority for holding that the equitable title does pass to 
the outsider, subject, of course, to the other members’ pre- 
emption rights, which, if exercised, will destroy his title. 
Consequently, it has been held that until the pre-emption 
rights are exercised, the outsider may call upon the selling 
member to account to him for dividends paid on the shares 
(Stevenson v. Wilson [1907] S.C. 445), and his title has priority 
over the claim of a judgment creditor of the selling member 
who subsequently obtains a charging order against the shares 
(Hawks v. McArthur [1951] 1 All E.R. 22). On the other 
hand, in his judgment in Lyle & Scott, Lid. v. Scott's Trustees 
in the First Division of the Court of Session ([1958] S.C. 230), 
Lord President Clyde said obiter that any contract or share 
transfer to the outsider would be wholly void if the pre- 
emption clause had not been complied with, and this opinion 
is supported by the judgment of Lord Atkin in Hunter y. 
Hunter (1936) A.C. 222, at p. 261. According to the headnote of 
this latter case all the members of the House of Lords shared 
Lord Atkin’s opinion, but this was not so. The facts were 
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that the company's articles prohibited all transfers of shares 
except sales (subject to a pre-emption right for the other 
members) and bequests to relatives of a member ; a member 
created an equitable mortgage of his shares by depositing 
his share certificate and a blank transfer with a bank; the 
bank filled in the names of its nominees in the blank transfer, 
and they were registered as members; the bank then offered 
the shares to the other members under the pre-emption 
provision, and one of them bought the shares, took a transfer 
of them from the bank’s nominees and was registered as 
holder of them. The House of Lords held (Lord Russell of 
Killowen dissenting on these points) : (a) that the registration 
of the transfer to the bank’s nominees was improper and 
therefore void ; (6) the nominees could not therefore transfer 
the legal title to the shares to the member who bought them ; 
(c) the bank under its mortgage had no right to sell merely 
the equitable title to the shares, thus making the mortgagor 
a bare trustee for the purchaser; and (d) consequently, the 
register of members should be rectified by restoring the 
mortgagor’s name as holder of the shares. Because of (c) it 
was unnecessary to decide whether the transfer from the 
bank’s nominees to the purchasing member would have passed 
the equitable title if the bank had been expressly empowered 
to sell the equitable title alone by the terms of the mortgage. 
Lord Atkin’s observations were therefore obiter, and none 
of the other members of the House of Lords found it necessary 
to assent or dissent therefrom. It is significant, however, 
that, if Lord Atkin’s opinion were correct, the original equitable 
mortgage to the bank would itself have been void, and the 
case could have been resolved on that simple ground. The 
fact that the other members of the House of Lords found it 
necessary to go beyond the mortgage is silent testimony that 
they were not of the opinion that a transfer in defiance of a 
pre-emption clause is wholly void and ineffective to pass even 
an equitable title. 

The result of the House of Lords’ decision in Lyle & Scott, 
Ltd. v. Scott's Trustees [1959| A.C. 763, is that pre-emption 
clauses are now armed with teeth. But the question remains 
whether it is still possible for a member by some indirect 
means to escape the net. The first idea that springs to 
mind to achieve this objective is for the selling member to 
contract, not to sell or to transfer the shares, but merely to 
declare himself a trustee of them for the outside purchaser 
in consideration of a payment equal to their value. In the 
Court of Session, Lord Sorn was uncertain whether such a 
transaction would invoke the operation of the pre-emption 
clause, but in the House of Lords Lord Keith of Avonholm 
(at p. 785) was in no doubt that it would. The declaration 
of trust, therefore, is a most unsafe evasive device. 


Giving of general proxies 

An alternative idea is more promising where the outsider 
is seeking to take over the company. It is that the selling 
member or members should give general proxies to the out- 
sider to vote on their shares and appoint him their agent to 
requisition an extraordinary general meeting of the company 
to pass a resolution dismissing the existing board of directors. 
Such a meeting can be requisitioned by members who hold 
one-tenth of the capital paid up on shares carrying voting 
rights (Companies Act, 1948, s. 132), and by an ordinary 
resolution a general meeting can dismiss any director, other 
than a life director of a private company who held that 
office on 18th July, 1945 (ibid., s. 184). A member may 
appoint any person to be his proxy to vote on his shares 
(ibid., s. 136 (1)), and a contract whereby the proxy purchases 
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the right to vote as he chooses is perfectly valid (Greenwell 
v. Porter {1902} 1 Ch. 530; Puddephatt v. Leith (1916) 1 
Ch. 200). It will be noted that so far the outsider has not 
contracted to purchase any member’s shares, but has merely 
purchased the right to use their votes; consequently, the 
pre-emption clause has not come into play. The fatal flaw 
in the take-over operation in Lyle & Scott, Lid. v. Scott's 
Trustees, supra, was that the outsider contracted to buy the 
selling members’ shares at the same time as he bought the 
use of their voting rights, and consequently he burdened 
himself with the other members’ pre-emption rights, which, 
if exercised, would terminate his power to vote under the 
proxies given to him. 

Having ousted the existing board from office, the outsider 
will appoint his own nominees as directors. If he has suffi- 
cient voting power under his proxies to pass a special resolution, 
he will then procure the alteration of the articles to delete 
the pre-emption clause, or, at least, render it harmless, and 
then take a transfer of the selling members’ shares, which his 
nominee directors will register. Dissenting shareholders will 
not be able to attack the alteration of the articles merely 
because the emasculation of the pre-emption clause will 
take away an advantage which they hitherto enjoyed, or 
because it will operate solely for the advantage of the members 
who wish to sell their shares to the outsider (Greenhalgh v. 
Arderne Cinemas, Lid. [1951] Ch. 286). If the outsider has 
accumulated only sufficient voting power to pass an ordinary 
resolution, he will not be able to alter the articles, but he will 
be able to call upon his nominee directors to allot him further 
shares for cash to make his voting power sufficient to pass 
a special resolution effecting the alteration. His position is 
less secure here, however, because if the new shares are 
allotted simply to confer voting power and not because the 
company needs further capital, a dissenting shareholder may 
have the allotment set aside as an improper exercise of the 
directors’ powers (Fraser v. Whalley (1864), 2 H. & M. 10; 
Piercy v. S. Mills & Co. [1920] 1 Ch. 77). When the pre- 
emption clause has been deleted or rendered harmless, the 
outsider will take a transfer of the shares of the members 
with whom he originally contracted, as before. 

Is there any way by which private companies may make 
themselves immune from such undermining of their pre- 
emption clauses if members holding shares carrying majority 
voting rights are seduced into co-operating with the outsider ? 
In view of the Companies Act, 1948, s. 136 (1), they certainly 
cannot do so by attempting to restrict the freedom of members 
to appoint whomever they choose as their proxies, but it 
would seem permissible to provide in the articles that members 
shall not contract to vote, or to appoint proxies to vote, in 
accordance with the directions of an outsider. Better than 
this, however, is a provision in the articles whereby members 
who are directors may cast additional votes on any resolution 
proposed at a general meeting as part of, or ancillary to, 
an attempt by an outsider to take over control of the 
company, and thus thwart his attempt. Such provisions 
will require careful drafting and will inevitably result in a 
further diminution in the power of shareholders to supervise 
and determine the composition of the board. But if the 
company was formed as a small, independent concern, it 
would seem justifiable to take such steps to preserve its 
character. It is a sad commentary on attempts to take over 
private companies that the outcome is rarely decided by the 
merits of the respective parties, but by which side is the first 
to take an effective step by way of attack or defence. 


R. R. PENNINGTON. 
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Landlord and Tenant Notebook 


COMPUTATION OF PERIOD OF NOTICE 


THE decision in Thompson v. Stimpson [1960] 3 W.L.R. 818 ; 
p. 912, ante, is prima facie somewhat remarkable. It was 
an appeal, by way of case stated, from a magistrates’ court 
which had made an order for possession (“ issued a warrant”’ 
would be a more accurate expression) under the Small 
Tenements Recovery Act, 1838. The premises were a cottage 
which had been let, in October, 1957, to the appellant by the 
respondents, who were his employers, a limited company, 
through their agent, who was afterwards authorised to take 
proceedings. Such authorisation is quite in order: s. 1 
says, “ it shall be lawful for the landlord of the said premises, 
or his agent, ’’ and “ agent” is defined (s. 7). What is, at 
first sight, remarkable is that the tenant had been “ allowed 
to occupy the cottage on the terms that the occupation 
should be terminable by one month’s notice by either party, ”’ 
and that, when given, on 15th May, 1959 (a Friday), “ one 
week’s notice to terminate his employment on Friday, 
22nd May, 1959, and four weeks’ notice to vacate and give 
up possession of the cottage . . . on Friday, 12th June, 1959,” 
the points which occurred to him and his advisers were that 
there was no tenancy (the Act cannot be used against a 
service occupant : Ramsbottom v. Snelson [1948] 1 K.B. 473), 
and that the requirement of the Rent Act, 1957, s. 16, had 
not been satisfied. That is to say, the report does not 
mention whether it was contended that the notice was, 
apart from that enactment, less than a month’s notice ; and 
Lord Parker, C.J.’s judgment does say that a number of 
points had been raised. It would, however, be interesting 
to know whether it was either conceded or held that this was 
a case in which the context required “ month” to mean a 
so-called lunar, and not a calendar, month (Law of Property 
Act, 1925, s. 61). I would agree that an argument to that 
effect would, in view of the engagement by the week, be 
plausible. 
“ Before the date ” 

The only judgment delivered was that of Lord Parker, 
who read the Rent Act, 1957, s. 16: ‘‘ No notice by a landlord 
or a tenant to quit any premises let (whether before or after 
the commencement of this Act) as a dwelling shall be valid 
unless it is given not less than four weeks before the date 
on which it is to take effect.” The learned lord chief justice 
then referred to decisions illustrating the principle that when 
a period is fixed before the expiration of which an act may 
not be done, the person for whose benefit the delay is 
prescribed has the benefit of the entire period, and accordingly 
in computing it the day from which it runs as well as the day 
on which it expires must be excluded—an exception to the 
general rule by which day of service is not included but the 
date of the laterevent is—and held that the section provided for 
four clear weeks’ notice. 


Newman v. Slade 


The court, or at all events the learned lord chief justice, 
had, however, been much impressed by an argument based 
on the (to my mind peculiar) rule that in the case of a weekly 
tenancy a notice given on the day corresponding to that on 
which the tenancy commenced and expiring on the 
corresponding day of the following week is good. This was 
decided by a Divisional Court in Newman v. Slade {1926} 
2 K.B. 328, upholding a county court decision that in the 
case of premises let “ on a weekly tenancy from Monday to 


Monday ” a notice given on Monday, 8th February, to quit 
on 15th February, was valid. While Newman v. Slade must 
be treated as an authority (and it would still apply when the 
premises are not a dwelling, and there is no statutory security 
of tenure), the decision is far from satisfactory. For one 
thing, only the last sentence of Salter, J.’s judgment makes it 
clear that the tenancy had commenced at midnight between a 
Sunday and a Monday ; the earlier references to “ a tenancy 
from Monday to Monday ”’ (in the statement of facts) and 
“what is called a Monday to Monday tenancy, that is, a 
weekly tenancy from Monday to Monday ”’ (in the judgment) 
leave us in doubt whether the “from” is inclusive or 
exclusive : this means that the intention of the parties has 
to be considered (Pugh v. Leeds (Duke) (1777), 2 Cowp. 714; 
Ackland v. Lutley (1839), 9 Ad. & El. 879; Meggeson v. 
Groves [1917] 1 Ch. 158), and no doubt the words were 
accurately construed and the tenancy included the first 
Monday of its week and not Monday, 15th February, 1926. 
But then the learned judge, applying the “ rule described 
by Lindley, L.J., in Sidebotham v. Holland {1895) 1 O.B. 378 
(C.A.), as the ‘usual’ one,” said: “ On principle I can see 
no reason why seven clear days should be required to determine 
a weekly tenancy, and I think it would be undesirable to 
establish such a rule, which would only introduce confusion " 
and what was actually being done was to create an exception 
to an exception from the ordinary rule that the day of service 
is not included but that the date of the later event is included. 
Lastly, when invoking Sidebotham v. Holland and, later on, a 
number of Irish decisions, Salter, J., was seeking support 
from authorities on the question of date of expiry rather than 
on the question of length of notice. 


Date of termination 


The last-mentioned point was made clear in Crate v. Miller 
[1947] K.B. 946 (C.A.), in which a_ weekly tenant 
challenged the validity of a notice “that the landlord will 
terminate your tenancy on Friday, 19th July, 1946, or at the 
end of the next complete week of your tenancy from the date 
hereof, on which date you are hereby required to quit and 
deliver up possession. Dated 5th July, 1946." The county 
court judge had found that the tenancy commenced on a 
Saturday, and called the weekly tenancy a “ Saturday to 
Saturday’ tenancy; he had then applied Lindley, L.J.’s 
statement in Sidebotham v. Holland, supra: ‘ Although a 
half-year’s notice to quit on the 18th would be correct, it 
does not follow that notice on the 19th, which is the 
anniversary of the day on which the tenancy commenced, 
is bad... .” 

The point is, of course, that midnight can be regarded as 
the day which has just finished or that which is just beginning, 
or a bit of each. The court dismissed the appeal accordingly, 
but Somervell, L.J., pointed out that the expression 
“Saturday to Saturday tenancy’ was misleading: “If a 
tenancy for a week begins on a Saturday, it expires at midnight 
on the following Friday.” 


General words 


It will have been observed that those who prepared the 
notice to quit examined in Crate v. Miller may have heard 
of the advisability of using “general words,” warmly 
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advocated by A. L. Smith, L.J., in Sidebotham v. Holland, 
but had erred when writing “ from the date hereof.” They 
should have made it “‘ or at the expiration of the week of your 
tenancy which shall expire next after the end of one week 
from the service of this notice "’ (and, in fact, the notice had 
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not reached the tenant till 8th July). If the device (since 
discussed in the ‘ Notebook” for 22nd February, 1958: 
102 Sor. J. 133) had been adopted in Thompson v. Stimpson 
the landlord could, by waiting some four weeks, have saved 
himself a lot of trouble and expense. RB. 


HERE AND THERE 


DOUBTFUL ASYLUM 
Tue weather, at any rate in terms of the way the conventional 
English have evolved of discussing it, has long been a topic 
desperately avoided by all persons pretending to intelligence 
or originality, but the peculiar sort of rain, at once persistent 
and erratic, which Heaven (or maybe some malignant human 
agency skilled in scientific rain-making) has been pouring on us 
since June, must have been remarkable enough to break down 
the taboo. Did we still live in the days of class privilege it 
would only have been the cultivated rich who had licence to 
turn their escapist thoughts towards the presumably sunny 
shores of Italy, but what we do live in is an age of mass- 
tourism, when even the most illiterate teenager from 
Tottenham may legitimately dream of wolfing fish and chips 
in the shadow of the Colosseum or swallowing tea in some 
sun-baked piazza. Still, for those who are dreaming of a 
Mediterranean asylum from the rigours of life in England and 
are already projecting next year’s holiday on the blank wall 
of their minds in the glowing colours of the travel agents’ 
circulars, it is as well to record a warning that a number of 
reports of recent happenings in Italy have emphasised the 


fact that the ways of the Italians are not those of the 
inhabitants of Ickenham, or even remotely similar. 

HOP ON A BUS 
LET us start first with a warning to young women. The 


current version of the blooming English rose is not shy of 
displaying and emphasising her seductive contours, even 
those on which (by reason of their situation) it is hardest for 
her to keep a perpetually vigilant eye. Walking confidently 
down a crowded street in England the utmost embarrassment 
which she may suffer would seem to be expressive glances or 
perhaps even more expressive whistles. Not so in Italy. 
The Italian male, with all the technical expertise of a purchaser 
in a fruit market testing a melon for ripeness, can rarely 
resist testing the firmness and consistency of a feminine 
contour, and blooming English roses, if they are to continue to 
give an impression of flower-like delicacy, must be ever on 
their guard to avoid emitting a sudden yelp of surprise, 
outrage and pain. Their Italian sisters are by no means 
immune from similar attentions and it is reported that on a 
busy bus-route in Sicily the authorities have actually insti- 
tuted a system of separate buses for men and women, while an 
armed policeman (no doubt selected for his irreproachable 
self-control) travels with the women to keep the men off. 
A letter of complaint from a young wife speaks for itself : 
“T have been married for a year and a half but during all 
this time my husband has wondered if I have been faithful 
to him. After going to my work through the factory area, 
I noticed in the evening when we went to bed that he was 
looking at me with eyes brimming with tears.” The tears 
were caused by the sight of the vivid marks on her anatomy, 
“ the result of all the pinchings I get whenever I travel on the 
27 bus route.” That at least is not one of the complaints 
about London Transport. 


PERIL ON THE BEACH 


THERE was also the case of the Lincolnshire doctor's wife 
from Market Deeping, her modest sixteen-year-old daughter, 
the giant ice-cream man of Rimini and the horrible experience. 
Rimini has been described as the Italian Margate. At any 
rate it is a popular resort and one of its licensed humorists 
and popular attractions is an ice-cream vendor of gigantic 
girth and proportions. The lady and her daughter, who were 
on a coach tour, paddled a little and then sat down on the 
sand. They were joined by two other girls from their party 
who, pale with emotion, began to tell them how a huge 
Italian had kicked sand in their faces and threatened them 
when they had refused to buy his ice-cream. Suddenly the 
man himself appeared. Let the lady tell the sequel in her 
own words: “ He must have been at least 6 feet 6 inches 
tall and weighed about 20 stone. There was an evil glint in 
his eye as he asked Liz and I to buy ice cream. We refused 
and the next thing we knew he was mauling Liz just like an 
ape. He screwed her cheek round in his hand and made her 
scream. I was absolutely astonished and Liz was petrified. 
I started to hit him and he turned on me and held my arms 
tight to my side... All the time the brute kept laughing. 
I'm sure he was out of his mind. I shouted to our courier, 
who was further along the beach . Well, well, well! 
That sort of thing just does not happen at Frinton. If the 
object of travel is to see strange sights and unfamiliar customs 
and to broaden one’s experience, here was money's worth 
indeed. But it was not what the lady had bargained for. 
She wrote to the British consul at Milan. She wrote to the 
Italian ambassador in London. The ice-cream man was 
taken to court charged with molesting a visitor. But the 
frivolous Italian public rocked with laughter. “ A caress in 
Rimini, a protest in London,” said the newspapers. Every- 
one, they said, knew and loved the man as a sort of licensed 
local humorist, part of the local colour. “ An innocuous 
advance,” said the journalists. ‘ Impossible that it was 
menacing.’ Friends and admirers escorted him to and from 
the court, where he shed dramatic Latin tears of protest. 
“The English will never understand us,”’ said the Italians. 
Deep in Lincolnshire the lady said: ‘“ I am delighted the man 
has been taken to court. I would like to see him sent to 
prison... Itis nonsense to say I have a poor sense of humour. 
There is nothing humorous in watching your young daughter 
being molested.”” So, ladies, if yours is an English sense of 
humour, it is better to seek satisfaction for it in Frinton or 
Bournemouth, rain or no rain. 
RICHARD Roe. 





LAW SOCIETY LUNCHEON 
The President of The Law Society, Mr. Denys T. Hicks, gave 
a luncheon party on 16th November, at 60 Carey Street, W.C. 
The guests were: the High Commissioner for Ceylon, Lord 
Ritchie of Dundee, Lord Justice Sellers, Sir Ivone Kirkpatrick, 
Mr. Geoffrey Lawrence, Q.C., Mr. Leonard Miall, Mr. Arthur 
J. Driver, Mr. Ronald Long and Sir Thomas Lund. 
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SIR WINSTON CHURCHILL URGES YOU TO 
HELP 30,000 LIMBLESS LEGACIES 


THE ATTENTION OF LEGAL ADVISERS 
EX-SERVICEMEN IS EARNESTLY REQUESTED BY THE 


DISTRESSED 
GENTLEFOLK’S 
AID ASSOCIATION 


(Established 1897) 
Patron: Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth, The Queen Mother. 


WHO ARE IN CONSTANT NEED OF FUNDS 


to enable the committee to provide grants 
every year to some 2,500 old and invalid 
Gentlepeople, and to maintain other sick and 





Many of the 30,000 British Limbless ex-servicemen are com- chronic invalids, both in their own homes, 
pletely unable to help themselves. All are gravely handicapped and in the seven nursing and residential 
but none need lose hope, provided they are given help in homes provided by the Association. 
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The Ist September, 1960, saw the consolidation of Clerk 10 the Cambridge City Justices 


the ROAD TRAFFIC ACTS and the coming into 
force of legislation on the subject. This is incorpor- 
ated in the New Edition of Mr. Wilkinson’s popular 


NRPS Third Edition 


Road Traffic Offences 


This states the Law as on that date—many new 








decisions are.incorporated and a valuable Table of A New Expanded Edition 
Comparisons between the New ROAD TRAFFIC 


ACT and the replaced Acts is included. Thoroughly Revised and 


Completely up to date 
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CORRESPONDENCE 


{The views expressed by our correspondents ere not necessarily those of “ The Solicitors’ Journal”) 


Testing of Provisional Licence Holders 


Sir,—We may have missed any later reference to the account 
in your number of the 30th September of the Plympton Magistrates, 
who dealt with a man who had been driving on provisional 
licences since 1934 by ordering him under s. 6 (3) of the Road 
Traffic Act, 1934, to be disqualified for holding or obtaining a 
licence to drive a motor vehicle until such time as he had passed 
the prescribed test of competence to drive. 

May we respectfully point out that in the immediately succeed- 
ing subsection it is laid down that the effect of such an order is 
that such a person shall be entitled to obtain and to hold a 
provisional licence (unless he is disqualified for holding or obtain- 
ing a licence other than by virtue of an order under this section) 
to be granted under the provisions of subs. (3) of s. 5 of the Act 
of 1930, and to drive a motor vehicle in accordance with the 
conditions subject to which the provisional licence is granted ? 
The equivalent sections under the new Act are 104 (3) and 109 (3). 

In other words, it is directed that such a disqualification as was 
imposed by the magistrates shall not disqualify the defendant 
from obtaining as many more provisional licences as he wishes. 
The status quo ante is accordingly preserved except that if he 
is caught driving without a qualified driver he is guilty (probably) 
of the serious offence of driving while disqualified, but even this 
is uncertain—see 119 J.P. News. 32 and 120 J.P. News. 623, 
but also 24 Halsbury’s Statutes, 2nd ed., p. 581. 

It appears that, despite the intentions of the Bench, the 
delinquent driver could evermore (at six-monthly intervals) 
go out by that same door wherein he went—with a new pro- 
visional driving licence. 

Vizarp & Son. 

Monmouth. 


[Our contributor writes: We are grateful to Messrs. Vizard 
& Son for pointing out that the order under s. 6 (3) of the Act of 


1934 would have few practical consequences. It was not our 
intention to suggest that, when they are brought into force, the 
provisions of s. 18 (1) of the Road Traffic Act, 1956, will be 
superfluous, but Stewart v. Paterson [1959) S.L.T. 66, confirms 
that there is some point in ordering the holder of a provisional 
licence to be disqualified until such time as he passes the pre- 
scribed test of competence to drive. | 


A Westminster Law Society 


Sir,—Local law societies are growing apace. The Central and 
South Middlesex Law Society, formed in February, 1959, has 
been followed by North Middlesex Law Society and West London 
Law Society. South London Law Society is in process of 
formation. Little of London remains to be covered but there 
is one big void, namely, the fair City of Westminster. Already 
there are signs that a society will be formed in Westminster. 
There are some of the finest specialist firms in Westminster 
with close contacts with Parliament and Guildhall, and there 
must in all be hundreds of practitioners in that important City, 
all of whom are without a society to represent them. 

The newly formed societies are looking now to Westminster 
to assist in closing the gap between London and country. A 
Westminster Law Society will be able to put London views before 
country societies. To use the words of Sir Sydney Littlewood, 
its most important advantage will be ‘‘ to enable its members to 
know each other, to know as a friend the man who, but for the 
society, would be merely a name on notepaper or a voice at the 
other end of a telephone line.”’ 

WILLIAM GILLHAM. 

East Molesey, 

Surrey. 
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R. M. Jackson, LL.D., Solicitor, Reader in Public Law and 
Administration in the University of Cambridge. pp. xiii and 
(with Index) 417. 1960. London: Cambridge University 
Press. {£2 5s. net. 


Prosecuting Officer. By CuristopHer WittiAms, of Gray's 
Inn, Barrister-at-Law, Chief Constable of the Isle of Ely and 
Huntingdon. pp. (with Index) 194. 1960. London: Sweet & 
Maxwell, Ltd. 15s. net. 


Every Serviceman’s Lawyer. By Ear. Syyper, A.B., LL.B., 
LL.M., Barrister-at-Law (England). pp. xv and (with Index) 
341. 1960. Harrisburg, Pa.: The Stackpool Co, $3.50 net. 


1960. London: Stevens & Sons, Ltd. 





THE DESIGNS COMMITTEE 


Any person or organisation wishing to make any, or any further, 
submissions to the Designs Committee, 1959, appointed by the 
President of the Board of Trade to consider possible changes 
in the law relating to the protection of industrial designs, should 
submit them before lst January, 1961, to the Joint Secretaries, 
the Designs Committee, the Patent Office, 25 Southampton 
Buildings, London, W.C.2. 


DEBATE ON CRIMINAL LAW 


A public debate under the auspices of Justice, the British 
Section of the International Commission of Jurists, will be held 
between Mr. John Foster, Q.C., M.P., and Mr. F. H. Lawton, 
Q.C. (chairman: Lord Goddard) on the subject “ Shor}d the 
Suspect and the Accused be Required to Answer Questicns ? " 
on Monday, 12th December, at 5.30 p.m., in The Law Society's 
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Court of Appeal the overman with the utmost despatch. His lordship con- 
sidered that the claim rightly failed and would dismiss the 
COAL MINES: DUTY TO KEEP ROAD SECURE: 


NECESSARY STEPS 
Brown v. National Coal Board 


Lord Morris of Borth-y-Gest, Pearce, L.J., and Pilcher, J. 


14th October, 1960 


Appeal from Thesiger, J. (|1960) 1 W.L.R. 67; p. 89, ante), 


The plaintiff was employed by the defendants as an 
electrician in one of their coal mines. A damaged tub was 
sent along a road in the mine on an endless haulage, when it 
came off the rails and knocked down a prop supporting a roof 
girder which, as a result, came down at one end ; at the same 
time a piece of stone fell from the roof. The overman sent 
for the plaintiff to remove an electric light fitting from the 
girder before temporary supports were erected. The plaintiff 
returned, unknown to the overman, saw the girder down and, 
realising what was wanted, started work on the light fitting 
when another stone fell from the same part of the roof and 
injured him. The plaintiff brought an action against his 
employers alleging negligence and breach of statutory duty 
including, infer alia, a breach of s. 48 of the Mines and Quarries 
Act, 1954. Thesiger, J]., gave judgment for the defendants. 
The plaintiff appealed on the judge's finding in regard to s. 48. 


Lorp Morris oF Bortu-y-GEst said that he thought that 
s. 48 (1) of the Mines and Quarries Act, 1954, imposed a duty 
en the manager “to take such steps as are necessary in 
order to keep the road or working plac e secure.”’ rhe steps 
were the necessary steps and were not limited to those which 
some particular manager might have thought to be necessary. 
When insecurity arose, the relevant time to which the inquiry 
would relate would be in the first place the period prior to 
the occurrence of the insecurity, and in the second place the 
period after such time, when there would be the obligation 
to replace insecurity by security. The inquiry under s. 48 
would be whether there were steps that it had been necessary 
for the manager to take in order to keep the roof secure. 
The experience or competence or perceptiveness of any 
particular manager would not be relevant. A step which was 
necessary was nonetheless necessary even though it was not 
known to be necessary and even though someone was not 
negligent in not knowing that it was necessary. If, however, 
necessary steps had not been taken, then there might be the 
defence indicated by s. 157, if it could be proved that it was 
impracticable to avoid or prevent contravention. A con- 
sideration of s. 157 tended to confirm his lordship’s view as to 
the meaning of s. 48. That which was necessary might be 
something more than that which was practicable; but if 
“the necessary steps "’ in s. 48 were defined as those which 
‘a competent mining engineer in the light of his own experience 
and in the light of generally accepted mining practice ” 
would take (as expressed by the chairman of quarter sessions 
in Wright v. Jenkins (1958), 43 Cr. App. R. 17, at p. 19), 
then such necessary steps could only be those which were 
practicable. His lordship was unable to agree with the 
plaintiff's counsel that the words of s. 48 (1) had the meaning 
that the manager had to “ ensure’ that a road or working 
place was kept secure. That was not what was said; if 
Parliament had wished to use the word “ ensure,” it could 
have done so. In his lordship’s judgment the evidence 
positively negatived any failure on the manager's part down 
to the moment when the tub displaced the support and there 
was no evidence of failure from that moment until the plaintiff 
was injured. The situation was in fact being dealt with by 


appeal. 


Pearce, L.J., agreed, but found himself not wholly in 
accord with Lord Morris's views on the words “ such steps 
as may be necessary’ in s, 48. His lordship found himself 
unable to agree that the observations in Wright v. Jenkins, 
supra, were in any way erroneous. The alterations embodied 
in s. 48 of the Act of 1954 had not changed the burden of 
proof, Insecurity was prima facie evidence that the necessary 
steps had not been taken. But the mere fact that insecurity 
resulted did not make the manager liable if he proved that 
he did take “such steps as may be necessary.’ His duty 
to take those steps was absolute but he was not made to 
insure their success. If “ such steps as may be necessary ” 
meant “ steps which, after the event, are shown in retrospect 
to have been necessary,” he would be put (subject to the 
escape clause) in the position of an insurer. For in nearly 
all cases of (for instance) collapse of a roof, it was possible by 
subsequent investigation to find steps which, had the unknown 
been known, could have successfully prevented the collapse. 
But that meaning was not, as his lordship thought, the normal 
and natural meaning of the words in s. 48 (1). Whether steps 
were necessary had, in his lordship’s opinion, to be decided 
in the light of all the facts which were known or ought to 
have been known at the time when the decision to take those 
steps fell to be made and when it was still possible for those 
to be taken. An immediate notional failure to take 
steps could not be imputed to the manager at the moment 
of an unforeseeable occurrence without giving him any time 
in which steps could physically be carried out to remedy the 
occurrence. The escape clause under the Act of 1954 (s. 157) 
was somewhat more restricted than that under the Coal 
Mines Act, 1911 (s. 102 (8)). It was slightly more difficult 
to show that avoidance of the breach was ‘ impracticable.” 
The difference of meaning between the two expressions was 
hard to define, but it existed and in a borderline case might 
produce a difference in the result. ‘‘ Reasonably” had a 
slight tendency to modify “ practicable.’ The difference 
between s. 49 of the Act of 1911 and s. 48 of the Act of 1954 
with their respective escape clauses was not so very startling. 
The abstract absolute duty had become a concrete practical 
duty, personal to the manager, and he could not avoid it. 
It was not so stringent as was the impersonal duty, but the 
escape clause had become a little stricter. The total difference 
between the old and the new sections was certainly not so 
great nor so incredible as to indicate that it could not have 
been intended. It could not justify the court in giving to 
the words of the statute a meaning other than their plain, 
ordinary meaning. As to the facts of the present case, his 
lordship agreed with what Lord Morris said and the appeal 
should be dismissed. 


steps 


PILCHER, J., agreed that the appeal should be dismissed. 
Che steps which the manager was obliged to take under s. 48 
were such steps as appeared to him to be necessary for keeping 
the roof of the road secure in the light of the knowledge 
which he had or ought to have had when he took the steps in 
question. If it turned out that the manager failed to take a 
necessary step or took a wrong step in the light of what he 
knew or ought to have known before insecurity arose, he 
would be in breach of the section, but his lordship was unable 
to assent to the view that “ the necessary steps’ which he 
was obliged to take under the section as a matter of construc- 
tion included steps the necessity for which could only be 
ascertained after insecurity arose. His lordship agreed with 
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F.V.A.), Auctioneers, Surveyors, and’ Estate 
— Green Road, N.I5. Tel. 


BOW 3464 (3 
Walthamstow and "Chingtord.—EDWARD CULFF & 
CO., F.A.L.P.A., and Surveyors and Estate 
n Road, Walthamstow, E.17. Tel. 


St. 
Cc 11 3391. Specialists in Property 
Wandsworth of 


and Estate Agents, Surveyors and Valuers, 

“yen N.22 (adjacent Eastern National 

Bus Station, close to Wood Green Tube Station). Tel. 
Bowes Park 1632. 





PROVINCIAL 


BUCKINGHAMSHIRE (continued) 
yeombe.—HUNT & NASH, F.R.LCS., FAL, 


"idhareared Surveror 


Mort: and Insurance Brokers, 4 Windsor 
Middlesex. 


Tel. Also at Ashford, 

a = ge IDDY & GIDDY. 
Nos. Slough 23379, Gerrards Cross 3967. 
CAMBRIDGESHIRE 

KEY & SON. (Est. ~? Auctioneers 

and bs tye 8 Benett Street. Tel. /6. 
Cambridge and —WESTLEY & HUFF, Auction- 
eers, Surveyors and Valuers, 10 Hills Road, Cambridge. 


Tel. 55665/6. 
CHESHIRE 


Altrincham.—STUART MURRAY & CO., Auctioneers, 
etc., 8 The Downs. Tel. 2302/3. And at Manchester. 
Birkenhead.—SMITH & SONS (Est. 1840), Auctioneers, 
Valuers, BIRKENHEAD (Tel. — and at Liverpool. 
a and Wirral.—Messrs eS 
Harland, F.R.1.C.S., F.AL., 


Sine a Vana reer, Sapeem we nee oat 

County of Cornwall.—RUSSELL 
C. |. HAMLEY, F.AL, A. W. Aeaostt, FAL), 31 Town 

ind, Bidmin. Tel. 346. 
yy mh ge 
Auctioneer, 3 Market Street, Falmouth. 

Te ize 
Mid-Cornwall.—S. WILSON, F.V.1L, Se. Austell. 
Tel. 743 (aay and wight). Valuer, Business and House 
Penzance, St. ives, West Cornwall and Isles of 
Scilly.—W. H. LANE & SON, FA.LP.A., The Estate 
Offices, Morrab Road, Penzance. Tel. Penzance 2286/7. 
(continued on p. xv) 


CORNWALL (continued) 
Redruth.—A. PEARSE JENKIN & PARTNERS. Est. 1760. 
Auctioneers, Surveyors and V. Alma Place. 
St. Austell and Looe.—LAMPSHIRE & NANCOLLAS 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents. St. Austel 


ay Looe 309. 
Austell, Lostwithiel and aq gn 
“jerreny 8 & WATKINS, Auctioneers, Valuers, Surveyors 
Se. Austell 3483/4. Lostwithiel 45 
a8" eard 2400. 

Truvo. Mid and West Cornwall.—R. G. i &co., 
Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate Established 
1934. R. G. Miller, F.V.1., A. |. Mil DAL. 6 King 
Street. (Phone Truro 2503.) 

DERBYSHIRE 
mg & FARQUHAR, Chartered Auctioneers 
and Estace ts, Derwent House, 39 Full Screet. 
Tel. Derby G lines). 
Ra oyna 

Axminster.—25-mile radius.—TAYLOR & Ai Auc- 

tioneers, ey Surveyors, Estate el. 2323 


. 708. 
and Torbay.FRED PARKES, F.A.LP.A., 
Auctioneer an? Valuer, 15 Bolton Street. 


Gxeter—GUY MICHELMORE & CO., 


— FAL, Chartered A Estate 
Aaone Y os igs7. 5 Regent Street, Teignmouth. 
! 


Cane and South Degen SONS, Chartered 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 5 Fleet Street, Torquay. 
Tel. 4333/5. 

DORSETSHIRE 


Channel Islands. 
West Dorece ALLEN, TAYLOR & WHITFIELD, 
25 East Sereet, Bridport. Tel. 2929. 
DURHAM 
Darlington.— PRATT & SONS, F.V.1., Auctioneers. 
_ = 4831. 


Valuers and a H 
Darlington -SANDEASON, TOWNEND LBERT, 


Chartered Surveyors, 92 Bondgate. 
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the judgment of Pearce, L.]., 
s. 48 (1). Appeal dismissed. 
APPEARANCES: G. S. Waller, O.C., J. A. Baldwin and 
P. Kennedy (Sharpe, Pritchard & Co., for Watson, Burton, 
Booth and Robinson, Newcastle upon Tyne) : G. de P. Veale, 
QO.C., and D. B. Fenwick (W. M. Burnside, Solicitor to the 
National Coal Board). 
(Reported by Miss C. J. Exss, Barrister-at-Law] 


COMPULSORY PURCHASE: COMPENSATION : 
METROPOLITAN PAVING ACT, 1817 
Pearl and Another v. London County Council 
Lord Evershed, M.R., Harman and Donovan, L.J J. 
26th October, 1960 
Appeal by case stated from the Lands Tribunal. 


The claimants were yearly tenants of a kiosk in Charing 
Cross Station yard under a lease of 1946 granted by the 
Southern Railway Co., Ltd. Their tenancy could be deter- 
mined by either party on six months’ notice. On 17th October, 
1956, the London County Council, for the purpose of widening 
the Strand, purported to serve six months’ notice to quit on 
the claimants under the Metropolitan Paving Act, 1817. 
The acquiring authority having given to the claimants two 
extensions of time within which to leave, they gave up 
possession on 3rd July, 1958. The claimants claimed com- 
pensation under s. 90 of the Act of 1817 on the ground that 
they had been compelled to quit “ before the expiration of 
their term.” The parties agreed that the Landlord and 
Tenant Act, 1954, applied to the claimants’ tenancy and that, 
but for the acquiring authority's action, the claimants’ 
possession would have continued indefinitely. They further 
agreed that the landlords could have determined the tenancy 
by 25th December, 1957, if a case for doing so had existed 
under the Act of 1954. The acquiring authority had not 
purchased the freehold reversion of the landlords (the British 
Transport Commission) in the premises. On the matter 
coming before the Lands Tribunal on a preliminary point of 
law, the claim was dismissed. The claimants appealed. 
Cur. adv. vult. 

Lorp EversHED, M.R., delivering the judgment of the 
court, said that the question for determination was whether 
upon the agreed facts the claimants had any right to com- 
pensation. It had been contended on behalf of the claimants 
that they came within the ambit of s. 90 of the Metropolitan 
Paving Act, 1817, since the words “ shall be purchased ” 
in that section could properly be taken to refer to a purchase 
which the acquiring authority intended to make at the time 
they served their notice under it. But in their lordships’ view, 
that was not the true construction. In s. 90 of the Metro- 
politan Paving Act, 1817, the phrase “ such premises as shall 
be purchased by virtue and for the purposes of this Act” 
was apt to describe purchases which would take place in 
the future, but which at the time when the powers under 
s. 90 were exercised would be in existence either in the form 
of a completed conveyance or at least of a binding contract 
for sale. The result was that since the acquiring authority 
had not become the landlords, s. 90 never validly operated, 
and the purported notice given by the acquiring authority 
was in truth a nullity, and it followed that the claimants 
had never been in a position to claim compensation under it. 
Further, even assuming that the notice was a valid notice, 
it was sufficient in order to avoid liability to pay compensation 
if the statutory notice did not require possession to be given 
at a date earlier than the date at which under the tenancy 
contract the landlords could have demanded possession, 
which in the present case, apart from the Landlord and 
Tenant Act, 1954, was six calendar months. Accordingly, 
the acquiring authority's notice did not cause the claimants’ 
tenancy to come to an end at an earlier date than that at 
which their landlords could have brought it to an end. The 


and with his construction of 
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claimants had invoked the Landlord and Tenant Act, 1954, 
the effect of the relevant provisions of which was to give to a 
business tenant (such as were the claimants) the right, or at 
least the opportunity, if his existing tenancy were deter- 
mined, to obtain by order of the court a new tenancy. But 
in their lordships’ view, the compensation for which s. 90 
of the Act of 1817 made provision was the premature deter- 
mination of an existing tenancy, and it did not extend to 
cover injury through the loss of a new tenancy or the 
opportunity of obtaining it. It followed that, even if the 
notice of 17th October, 1956, were a valid exercise of the 
power under s. 90, still the claimants would not have been 
entitled to compensation. The result was that the appeal 
failed and must be dismissed. Appeal dismissed. 


APPEARANCES : Charles Scholefield, 0.C., and Douglas Frank 
(Sidney Pearlman); K. F. Goodfellow (J. G. Barr, Solicitor, 
London County Council). 


(Reported by J. A. Grirrirras, Esq., Barrister-at-Law) (3 W.L.R, 881 


CONTRACT : SEPARATION DEED: WIFE'S 

REFRAINING FROM SUIT FOR RECTIFICATION 

HELD SUFFICIENT CONSIDERATION FOR 

SUPPLEMENTAL AGREEMENT NOT UNDER SEAL 
Horton v. Horton (No. 2) 

Ormerod, Willmer and Upjohn, L.JJ. Ist November, 
Appeal from West London County Court. 


In March, 1954, a husband and wife entered into a separa- 
tion agreement under seal, by which the husband covenanted 
to pay the wife “the monthly sum of £30” during their 
joint lives. The husband, whose total annual income was 
not very large, paid the agreed sum for some months until, 
in January, 1955, the wife decided to take employment and 
consulted her then solicitor, who put before the husband a 
supplemental agreement, not under seal, indorsed on the back 
of the original deed, which the husband read through and 
which both parties signed. By that memorandum it was 
mutually agreed that words should be inserted in the 
original covenant for the monthly payments which had the 
effect of changing the husband's obligation from paying £30 
a month less tax to an obligation to pay {30 free of tax ; 
and it was further declared that the original deed had always 
been interpreted by the parties as if the amending words 
had been in the original deed when it was executed. The 
husband, who was not independently advised as to the effect 
of the supplemental memorandum, continued to pay the wife 
£30 a month without deducting tax or accounting in any way 
to the Commissioners of Inland Revenue for the tax notionally 
deducted, until, in May, 1958, they claimed {360 arrears of 
tax. The husband thereafter stopped paying the annuity 
to the wife, who brought proceedings against him in the county 
court to recover arrears under the deed and the memorandum. 
The county court judge held that the agreement was enforce- 
able as a document executed for consideration, namely, the 
removal of doubt as to the parties’ original intention. The 
husband appealed. 

Upjoun, L.J., giving the first judgment, said that the whole 
question for decision was whether the supplemental memo- 
randum, which changed the husband's obligation, was 
enforceable or not. The real truth of the matter was this: 
the tse os deed did not carry out the parties’ intention. 

The wife could have made some claim to rectification ; and 

the legal effect of what the parties did was that, the wife 
ieving that she had some good claim for rectification, they 
met entered into an agreement to resolve that matter. 
The agreement entered into in those circumstances was 
plainly a document executed for consideration, namely, 
that the wife refrained from taking rectification proceedings. 
His lordship confessed that he had much sympathy for the 
husband, whose troubles arose not because he was badly 
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advised but because he was not advised at all as to the effect 
of the document. The appeal should be dismissed. 

ORMEROD WILLMeER, L.JJ., 
dismissed. 

APPEARANCES : Richard Moulton-Barrett (W. 
Co.) ; John Nevin (Gerald Samuels & Shine). 


(Reported by Miss M. M. Hit, Barrister-at-Law] 


and concurred. 


Appeal 
G. Street & 


[3 W.L.R. 914 


Queen’s Bench Division 


BASTARDY: CORROBORATION: MERE EVIDENCE 
OF OPPORTUNITY: DEFENDANT’S FAILURE TO 
GIVE EVIDENCE 
Cracknell v. Smith 


Lord Parker, C.J., Ashworth and Elwes, JJ. 
28th October, 1960 

Appeal by case stated. 

Upon the hearing of a complaint under s. 1 of the Affiliation 
Proceedings Act, 1957, the complainant, to whom a bastard 
child had been born on 26th December, 1958, gave evidence 
that she had had intercourse with the defendant in March, 
1958, and alleged that he was the father of the child. She 
admitted having had intercourse with the defendant’s brother 
the previous February. Her mother testified to meetings 
which had taken place between the complainant and the 
defendant in January and February prior to the birth of the 
child. The defendant did not give evidence but his brother 
testified to having had intercourse with the complainant on a 
number of occasions prior to and during March, 1958. The 
justices disbelieved the brother's evidence. They were of 
opinion that the evidence of the mother was sufficient corro- 
boration of the complainant’s evidence and that the defen- 
dant’s silence was a corroborative factor. They accordingly 
adjudged the defendant the putative father of the child and 
made a maintenance order against him. He appealed on the 
ground that there was no corroboration as required by s. 4 (2) 
of the Act of 1957. 

Lorp PARKER, C.J., said that the question was whether 
there was any sufficient corroboration of the complainant's 
evidence within the statute. He was perfectly satisfied that 
the evidence of the mother was not sufficient or any corrobora- 
tion. Quite apart from the fact that she was speaking only 
in regard to January and February, 1958, and not in regard 
to March, 1958, it was quite clear that her evidence was mere 
evidence of opportunity which could not by itself be evidence 
of corroboration. The main ground put forward was that 
the defendant's failure to go into the witness box, coupled 
with the fact that he called as a witness his brother, whom the 
justices thought to be a liar, was of itself corroboration. He 
was perfectly clear that a defendant to a complaint of this 
sort was fully entitled not to go into the witness box. Of 
course, if there was evidence against him, and some corro- 
borative evidence, it might be that the justices were entitled 
to take into consideration the fact that he gave no evidence 
in considering the weight to be attached to the corroboration. 
But here there was no corroboration at all, and in those cir- 
cumstances the defendant's failure to go into the witness box 
could not of itself afford corroboration: nor could the fact 
that he called his brother to give untrue evidence amount to 
corroboration. The facts were very different from Mash v. 
Darley (1914) 3 K.B. 1226, which was the highwater mark 
of what could amount to corroboration. In the present case 
there was nothing in the conduct of the defendant which 
could amount to corroboration. The appeal should be 
allowed. 

AsHwortH and Etwes, JJ., agreed. Appeal allowed. 


APPEARANCES : Michael Sherrard (L. O. Glenister & Sons) ; 
Quentin T. Edwards (Wilfrid Firth, Johnson & Co., Brentford). 
(Reported by Mrs. B, M. Wett wooo, Barrister-at-Law) [] W.L.R. 1339 
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ARBITRATION: DISAGREEMENT OF ARBITRA- 
TORS: APPOINTMENT OF UMPIRE: STATUS 
AND AUTHORITY OF ARBITRATORS 


Wessanen’s Koninklijke Fabrikien v. Isaac Modiano 
Brother & Sons, Ltd. 


Diplock, J. 1st November, 1960 
Motion to set aside umpire’s award. 


A dispute arose between the buyers and sellers following a 
breach of condition in a contract for the sale of rapeseed cake 
expellers which incorporated the arbitration clause contained 
in the Rules and Regulations of the London Cattle Food 
Trade Association (Incorporated). In accordance with those 
rules the buyers and the sellers each appointed an arbitrator 
but the arbitrators failed to agree and duly appointed an 
umpire before whom each appeared to present the case of 
the party appointing him. In presenting the case for the 
sellers, the sellers’ arbitrator read an opinion of counsel 
which had been obtained by the sellers and which related to 
the question for decision by the umpire. The buyers’ 
arbitrator did not object and, when asked by the umpire 
whether he wished to obtain counsel’s opinion on behalf of 
the buyers, said he did not wish to do so. At the end of the 
hearing each arbitrator handed in his file of documents to the 
umpire without the other arbitrator seeing them, that of the 
sellers’ arbitrator containing the opinion of counsel which he 
had read. The umpire later made his award in favour of the 
sellers. The buyers moved to set aside the award on the 


ground of misconduct by the umpire. 


DripLock, J., said that it was fully time that the court should 
take judicial notice of the fact that, in commercial arbitrations 
of this kind under the rules of the London Cattle Food Trade 
Association, where arbitrators were appointed who, on 
disagreeing, appointed an umpire whose decision was final, 
the arbitrators, once they had disagreed and agreed upon 
an umpire, were functus officio as arbitrators and acted at 
the hearing before the umpire as advocates for their respective 
appointments. That practice had been going on since the 
beginning of the century. As regards the reception of files 
of correspondence without each arbitrator seeing the other's, 
the consent of each arbitrator had been given to that course 
being adopted, which would waive any irregularity in the 
procedure. The applicants’ argument had really been limited 
to the contention that reading counsel’s opinion, with or 
without the case, was an irregularity, that the handing it in 
to the umpire was an irregularity and one which the buyers’ 
arbitrator had no authority to waive. It became necessary 
therefore to consider what was the extent of the authority 
of an arbitrator when appearing before the umpire in a 
commercial arbitration of this kind. There was no authority 
directly on the point but the position was fairly clear. Once 
the arbitrators had agreed and appointed an umpire they 
were functus officio as arbitrators. If they attended before 
the umpire it was as advocates for the parties who had 
appointed them, for unless they attended in that capacity 
as representatives of those parties they had no right to 
discuss the matter with the umpire at all. It was a necessary 
implication that arbitrators acting as advocates for the 
parties must have all the necessary power to agree to the 
form of procedure ; to admit facts and to agree to the method 
of proof of fact. It could not possibly be said to be 
outside that implied authority to waive or agree to any 
irregularity in procedure which occurred. Whether or not it 
was strictly improper for the sellers’ arbitrator to read the 
opinion of counsel without making it plain that he was adopting 
it as part of his argument, it was an impropriety which 
could be and was plainly waived by the buyers’ arbitrator 
as advocate for the other side. It therefore became 
unnecessary to decide whether the course adopted by the 
sellers’ arbitrator was improper or not, but he doubted 
whether it was. It had, however, been waived, and there 
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Auctioneers, Valuers, Surveyors. Land and Estate Agents 








EAST ANGLIA 


Norfolk-Suffolk.—THOS. WM. GAZE & SON, Crown 
Street, Diss. (290/291). Est. a Century. Chartered 
Auctioneers, Agricultural, Property and Chattel Valuers. 





ESSEX 
Benfleet, err and Essex.—Messrs. 
IOHN 5S. LLOYD, F.AJ i 
state Agents, Estate House, Hadleigh, Essex. Tel. 58523. 
twood and M WARD'S & CO. 
(BRENTWOOD), LTD., Surveyors, Valuers and Estate 
— 143 High Street, Br Teil. B é 


Chelmsford, Billericay, Braintree and 
TAYLOR & CO., Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 
as iy 17 Duke Street, Tel. 


ents, Surv 
112/585, Braintree Tel. 


ors and 
seu yer lines), os, Biller Tel. 
na ee Wickford.—R. Cores HIRST, 

rR Rice spo Chartered Surveyor 

Auctioneer and. Estate Agent, arias Duke Street, 
pag (Tel. 4534) and Market Road, Wickford 

el, 3058 
Chelmsford and bah gg ner & BALCH, 


Chartered and Valuers, 
uare, Chelmetord Tel. 51551; and 


Clacton-on-Sea.—DONALD COTTAGE, EAVES & CO., 
(Chas. W. Eaves, F.A.1., F.A.L. rAd 67/69 Station Road, 
a Tel. 857/8. at Holland-on-Sea. 

e 

Colchester and District—C. M. STANFORD & SON 
nae and Senior Personnel fully qualified members 
of P 23 High Street, Colchester, 
Tel. 3165 (4 lines). 


Hornchurch.—HAYWARD & CO., Surveyors, Valuers 
and Estate owe 163 Kee ae Street. Tel. 46635/6. 


iMord.—S. A 
ents, 16 in Road. Tel. ILFord 4366/7, 





and Estate 

=e at 404 Cranbrook Road, Gantshill. Tel. Valentine 

ype y vette 9 A LANE b Sontag | Auction- 
Tel. 78340, 


eers and Surveyors, 125 EDK. G) & 3 
Leigh-on-Sea.—HAIR (FREDK. ok, & SON, Auctioneers 


and Surveyors, 1528 London [7. 
Leigh-on-Sea, Ra' eats 

HAROLD W. Pt BECK, Cha Surveyor and 

Valuer (Pinchbeck, Chapman & Co.), 80 Rectory Grove, 

Leigh-on-Sea (75002! pana ig “Co. Charcer —— Rayleigh. Tel. 24. 
Maidon.—TAYLOR ed Auctioneers and 


Estate Agents. 9 Lo 
Romford and "Ra pa ReteKe & CO., 18 North 
Street, Hornchurch, Essex. Hornchurch 8688 and 


branch 

Romford, U pminster and District.—HiLBERY 

CHAPLIN & CO., Chartered Auctioneers, Estate 

ts and Surveyors, 135 South Street, Romford 

ret Romford = and 42 Station Road, Upminster 
‘el, Upminster ). 

Southend-on-Sea and S. - Panera bones SON & 
DAVIS, prmeeke ps and yors, 37 Victoria Avenue, 
Tel. Southend 41201 (3 ees) Mand at Westcliff-on-Sea 
and Leigh-on- 

Southend, Westcliff and Country Districts.— 
H.V.&G. SORRELL, Chartered Surveyors, Auctioneers 
and Estate Agents. Clarence Street, . 
Tel. Southend 4225. wy Ae at High Street, —tAibor 
us Westcliff and South Essex.— iT 
& WHITE, Chartered te a 
and Estate Agents, Established 1885 7s. and 29 and 
Southend-on-Sea. Tel. Southend ‘ais 
31 Hamlet Court Road, W 
Southend 47821/2. 

Westcliff, Southend-on-Sea and 
AGAR & CO., Chartered Auctioneers and Estate A, 

589 London Road, Westcliff-on-Sea. Tel. —— . 

Woodford.—MARK LIELL & SON, Chartered Su ay 
9 a Woodford Green. Tel. Buckhurst 0181. 
and t Ham. 


GLOUCESTERSHIRE 
Bath and ros - 


Surrounding Counties.— 

COWARD, JAMES Woe SE 

. BILLINGS yey ‘a3 5 wey a and 
tate Agents, S “ond ‘Sermat, Bath 

agg | mer, 14 14 New Bath. oy 


Bath 3150, 3584, 

Bristol.—c. |. HOLE ee SONS = | 
Bristol, |. Auctioneers, etc. Tel. Cae, 
Bristol.—LALONDE, BROS & PARHAM wan 
CS Gunees Heed. Tel. 27731 (8 lines). And Wee 

super are 

istol.—JOHN E. PRITCHARD & CO. (Est. 1790), 

Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 

ont, — 82 Queens Road, , 8. Tel. 24334 
ines). 

istol, Somerset and Gloucester.—_ALDER, STANLEY 

& PRICE (Established (911), Valuation Consultants, 

7 St. Stephen's Street, 1. Tel. 20301. —r 


eaten, F. ee FAL, , one PA 
W. tit Mugler ARLCS_ ARVA, PALE 
-—" Estate Glow ae "Whiesoties heeds | 


Redfield. 

a A Ry Fg eg FS STURGE & 
SONS (Established 17 Agents and 
| ctr a 24 Wie Taig FG Telephone: 


26691 (5 lines). 
. H. BAYLEY & SONS, Chartered 
Sacionaen ont Sane Ga, WS 


GLOUCESTERSHIRE (cortinued) 


Cheltenham.—YOUNG & GILLING (J. T. Walford, 
ey a. a Allard, F.A.L.P.A.), Auctioneers, 
rveyors uers. over a 7 
a: wr Tels. 2129 and 2439. 
“Sorveyor. Char “Shareered joo and Estate Agents. 
Tel, 


Pah manag ot & SONS, Chartered Auctioneers 
and Estate Agents, Valuers, 4/5 Market Parade. 


& CO., incorporating Curtis & Watson, 
Surveyors Auctioneers, Land & Estate Agents, Ackender 
House. a he 2401/2. And at Farnham, Surrey, and 


Andover —F. ELLEN & SON, pple nd Agents, Angiansecs, 
Valuers and Surveyors. London Street. Tel. 3444 
(2 fines). wn 1845. 
& Ni Auctioneers, 
pane Deo. © ~~ hE ag 2 Teas Parade 
(next G.P.O.), New ow Serest. Tel. 566. 
Basingstoke.—EGGAR & CO., incorporating Curtis 


Land & Estate 
3s Winchecsor’ Serer’ Tel. Esti Agen. 
and Alton. 


wy ny Re & SONS, 1 Sereanert, Valuers, 
Estate Agents and Auct 

7 Surveyors, Valuers 
and Auctioneers, 44/52 Old Christchurch Road. 
Tel. Bournemouth 6300 (10 lines). Branch Offices in 
all Bournemouth districts and at Rii b 
Se eee 6 ee oa 


Bournemouth.—RUMSEY & a. Head Office 
111 Old Christchurch Road. Tel. Bournemouth 21212. 
Ss meek totlne ia Plamen ond Saeaaronl the Channel 

Fleet.—H. et yy Surveyors 
poop tg tral Estate Offices. rate 


and Estate est Street, Havanc. (Tel. 1244/5. 
82 High Street, eae ye 6427/8.) Elm Grove, 
Hayling Island. (Tel. 77131 and 77148.) 


— 7 Place, Southampton. 
Winchester—SAVAGE & % 
Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate 25 St. Thomas 
Winchester. Tel. . 

sce facie 
Agents, Valuers. Church Street. Tel. (4 
HERTFORDSHIRE 


HERTFORDSHIRE (continued) 


Hertford.—NORRIS & DUVALL, FRCS. FAL, 
106 Fore Street, Tel. 2249. 

Hitchin.—}. R. 5 5 Bancroft. Surveyors, Land 
Agents, Auctioneers nd Valuers. Tel. 2168. 

N. Herts. and S. reotaar 9 & H. PEACOCK, Chartered 
Surveyors. 8 High Screet, Baldock, Herts. Tel. 2/85. 

Chorleywood.—SWANNELL & SLY, 

53 High Street, Rickmansworth. Tel. 3141. Valuers 
Auctioneers, etc. 

ving, Hemel Hempstead and Berkhamsted.— 

W. BROWN & CO., in general practice. Est. 1832. 


ISLE OF WIGHT 


Bembridge, Cowes, Fresh N _—" 
Sandown, Shanklin, Seaview, Ventnor 
Yarmouth.—S!R FRANCIS PITTIS & SON, ian 
Surveyors and cypoe ye —— 

Newport and all Diszricts.—A. & S$. Cc. 
{a linea) JAM, F.A.L.P.A. tee 1860), — “Tel. i14i 
ines). 


AY, aibotrr co. awry 


KENT 


Ashford.—GEERING & COLYER, Auctioneers, Surveyors 
and Estate Agents, Bank Chambers, Ashford, and at 
Hawkhurst and Tunbridge Wells, Kent; Rye, 
Wadhurst and Heathfield, Sussex. 

Sandwich and East Kent.—JOHN HOGBIN 
& SON, Auctioneers, Surveyors, Valuers, Land and 
Estate Agents. Tel. Ashford 449; Sandwich 3/63. 

Beckenham.—CHRISTOPHER 8B. CURTIS, M.B.E., 
Surveyor and Valuer, 2572 Croydon Road. Tel. 
BECkenham 1/000. 

Beckenham.—jJOLLYE & WOOD, 4 The Broadway, 
Croydon Road. Tel. Beckenham 1/430. 

RTHUR KENT & CO., LTD., Surveyors 

Valuers and Estate Agents. 124/6 Broadway. Tel. 1244/5. 

w—WATERER & DICKINS, Chartered Survey- 

Auctioneers & Estate Agents, Valuers. 

133 an J Street, Bromiey, Kent. Telephone RAVens- 
bourne 0147/8. 








, Bembridge. 


4 W. BERRY, Auctioneer and Estate 
t, St. cers Street. Tel. Canterbury 


Canterbury.—FARQUHARSON & MILLARD, F.R.I.C.S., 
F.A.1., 80 Castle Street, Canterbury. Tel. 4661/2. 
East Kent.—WORSFOLD & HAYWARD, offices at 
3 Market Square, Dover; |! Queen Street, Deal; 
4 Sc. Margaret's Screet, Canterbury; and !2 Preston 
Street, Faversham. Established 1835. 
Folkestone.—GEO. MILNE & CO., fyetengan and 
Valuers, 107 Sandgate Road. Tel. 3619 
Folkestone-TEMPLE, BARTON, LTD., F.ALP.A., 
69 Sandgate Road. Tel. 2258/9. 
and District.—BANKS & SON (P. R. Bean, 


F.RACS., F.Aj.), Chartered Surveyors, Chartered 
Auct , etc., 6 Bouverie Square, Folkestone. Tel. 
4509/3559 


Folkestone and District.—SMITH-WOOLLEY & CO., 
Chartered Surveyors, Chartered Land ts, Valuers, 
Estace Agents, Manor Office. Tel. 5120! 

Gravesend and Dartford.—PORTER, PUTT AND 
FLETCHER, F.A.l., incorporating DANN & LUCAS, 
Tel. Gravesend 388 and Dartford 3326. 

Gravesend and District.—WINNETT, Auctioneers, 
ow ioe and Valuers, 155 Milton Road. Tel. 


Herne Bay—E. IGGULDEN & SONS (8. Smith, 
ARLCS., AAA, L. Pilcher), Surveyors, Valuers and 
cao, 128 oe nen Tel. 19/620. 


Hythe - Satewocd, arsh and District.— 
BUTLER, 86 aan 2S yo Tel. 66608. 
Maidstone and District. — COUCHMAN & SON, 
Chartered Su iors, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 
Agents, 42 King Street. Tels. 2558 and 2591. 
Maidstone and 4 Mid-Kene.—EVENS & gh AAA, 
M.R.S.H., 70 King Street, Maidstone. 
yp aon aA yg ren L.P.A., 
Valuers. Offices: Cliftonville and 
Washbrook 
Wood and Kent.—-MULLOCK, 


ORFs cow West 
GOWER (A. F. meng ein 
. F.AA.), 161 High Sereet. 2568 

y . ‘ood. Tel. nya girrrs 


And Station Square, Petts 
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REGISTER OF 


Auctioneers, Valuers, Surveyors, Land and Estate Agents 








KENT (continued) 

Tonbridge and District.—NEVE & SON, F.A.L., 146 High 
Street, Tonbridge. Tel. 3223. 

Tunbridge Wells.—DILNOTT STOKES, 
Surveyors and Auctioneers, |7 Mount 
Tel. 3000/1. 

Me ey PORTER & CO., LTD., 28 Falconwood 

he Green. Tel. Bexleyheath 2977 
i —BENEFIELD & CORNFORD, Town 
Buildings. Thanet 31010. 


Chartered 
Pleasant. 


LANCASHIRE 


Blackpool and District.—AIREYS’, Chartered Auc- 
tioneers and Estate Agents, Valuers and Surveyors, 
18 Dickson Road, Blackpool. Tel. 22225/6. 

Blackpoo! and cee Coast.—j. ENTWISTLE & CO., 


Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate ents, Station 
Chambers, 2 Dickson Road, ‘el. 20093/4. 
ICHAEL C. L. HODGSON, 


Liverpecks-SOULT, SON & MAPLES, 5 Cook Street. 
Tel. Central 9941 (7 lines). And at West Kirby. 

Liverpool.—SMITH & SONS (Est. 1840), Valuers, etc., 
6 North john Street, Central 9386. And at Birkenhead. 

ww 4 and District—jOS. RIMMER & SON, 

48 Castle Screet, Liverpool, 2. Tel, Central 3068. 
Chartered Surveyors, Chartered Auctioneers and 
Estate Agents. 

Liverpool and Wirral.—T. MARTIN BROWN, F.A.l., 
Valuer & Estate Agent, Coopers Buildings, Church 
Street, Liverpool, |. Tel. Royal 3373/4 and 3 Garston 
Old Road, Liverpool, 19. Tel. Garston 358. 

Bg em fy Re oe H. GARDNER & a FAL, 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 56 Mosley 
Street. Tel. Central 6985/6. And at Cheadle Huime. 

Manchester——-CLAYTON, SON & CROWTHER, 
Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate Agents, 76 Mosiey 
Street, Manchester, 2. Tel. Cen. 4943/4. 

Manchester.—_STUART MURRAY & CO., Auctioneers, 
etc., 64a Bridge Street. Tel. Blackfriars 5747, And at 
Altrincham. 


Manchester and Oldham.—LESLIE D. CLEGG 
MORGAN & CO., Chartered Serwovers, ang ~~) = 
Town Planning. Rating and Compe Pruden 
Buildings Union Street, Oldham. Tel. ‘MAln (Oldham) 
= jas at 65 Princess Street, Manchester,2. Tel. 


Preston.——. |. REED & SONS, F.A.J., Chartered 
Castenaere and Estate Agents, 47 = Fishergate. 


Rochdale.—ROSSALL, DALBY & PARKER, Auctioneers 
and Valuers, 5 Blackwater Street. Tel. 3677. 

Rochdale and District.—-R. BIRTWELL & SON, 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, Valuers, 
S Baillie Street. Tel. 2826. 

Rochdale and District.-SHEPHERD LUMB & CO., 
—." etc. The Public Hall, Baillie Street. 


LEICESTERSHIRE 


Leicester—DONALD BOYER, F.AJ., Chartered 
Auctioneer & Estate Agent, Valuer-Mo Siecle Probate 
Insurance, Northampton Street. Tel. 2! and — 

Leicester and County.—RANDLE & ASPELL (F. E. 
Randle, F.V.1., C. G. Hale, F.Al., AALPA., G. H. 
an ARLCS., FAL, M.R.San.1.), 74 Halford Street. 
Tel. 5137/8. 


Market Harborough.—HOLLOWAY, PRICE & CO., 
- Sak Chartered Surveyors, Chartered Auctioneers. 


LINCOLNSHIRE 
Grantham and District.—BAILEY & AMBLER, 





Chartered Auctioneers and Estate ey 
Westminster Bank Chambers, Granth incs. 
Tel. 418 (2 lines). 


Scunthorpe and District.—SPILMAN, GLASIER AND 
=. Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
Surveyors and Valuers, 72 Mary Street, Scunthorpe. 
Tel. 3803. Est. over 75 years. 
. & G. KINGSTON, RAs. Auctioneers, etc., 
Hall Chambers. Tel. 2011 


MIDOLESEX 


a ee T. oe FRCS, FAL, 39 Station 


Enfield and North senden-—CAMMON & DICKINS, 
Surveyors, Valuers, etc., 28 Little Park Gardens, Enfield. 
Enfield 1224/5. 

Harrow.—CORBETT ALTMAN & CO., F.R.LC.S., FAL, 


Surveyors "Auctioneers 
Escace cs, 40 Col Road, Harrow. Tel. 
Harrow Also Rating, and Planning 
Surveyors. 
Harrow.—€. BECKETT, F.AJ., Surveyor, Chartered 
and Estate Agent, 7 Road, Harrow 


Tel. eg 5216. And at Sudbury, Wembley, 
North Harrow and Moor Park, Northwood. 


Please mention “ 





MIDDLESEX (continued) 
Harrow.—?. N. DEWE & CO. See “ London Suburbs " 
Section. Established 1925. 


Harrow.—WARNER & CO. (T. A. Warner, F.A.L.P.A.), 
Surveys, Valuations, etc., Specialists in Urban Estate 
Management, 5! juaen” Road, North Harrow. Tel. 
Harrow 9636/7/8. 


Harrow.—G. }. HERSEY AND Rigny en ho at 
Auctioneers and an 
44 Col Road, Harrow Middlesex, Tel. HaRrow yaar, 
~ Ban sce 329 Hi igh Holborn, W 


essrs. JOHN SEARCY (j. H “Searey. 
Chartered Auctioneer and 


AA, 
. Gray, FALP.A., i ee 
t), 21 College’ Road, toy Tel. Harrow 
sna’. Adjoining Harrow Harrow-on-the-Hill Metro Station. 
Harrow and District.—-BARR & MEAD (C. ——-. 
F.A.L.P.A., M.R.San.1.), 202 Northolt . S. Har: 
re Byron 1023 (5 lines)), and 15 College Road, tat 
Tel. Harrow 5178 (3 lines)). Also at Ruislip and Pinner. 
Hayes.—KEVIN & FIELD, LTD. (Lister $. Camps, F.F.S., 
F.V.1., M.R.S.H.), Grange Chambers, Uxbridge Road. 
Tel. Hayes 3691/2. 
Hounsiow.—ROPER, SON & CHAPMAN, Auctioneers, 
Surveyors, etc., 162 High Sereet. Tel. ‘HOU 1184. 
Moor Park and og oe omy BECKETT, F.A.l., 


HOOK Chartered joneer and Agent. 
PARK ESTATE OF orice, Moor Park Station, 

rthwood. Tel. Northwood sina 4131. And at 
J atom North Harrow and Sud , Wembley. 


Northwood.—GILBERT LUCK, re ee Surveyors 
and Valuers, 58 Green Lane, Northwood. Tel. 
2352/3/4, and 111 Pinner Road, Northwood Hills. 

Northwood and Pinner.—MANDLEY + SPARROW, 
Auctioneers, Valuers, etc., 25 Maxwell Road 

Tel. 3295/6. And branches in Hertfordshire. 


wood. 

Northwood and oe ag & SLY, 
3 Maxwell Road, Northwood. Tel. Valuers, 
Auctioneers, etc. 

Pinner and District.—BARR — (C. Grainer, 
FA.L.P.A., ri Sunt), 2 High Seret, Pi inner. PiNner 
i fl and 7800. Also at Harrow, Harrow and 

uislip. 

Pinner (Hatch End).—BRODIE, MARSHALL & CO., 
Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate Le =} 339 Uxbrid 
Road, a End. Feltonona th End 2238 and and 2239. 

as yk District.—-BARR & MEAD (C. Grainger, 

ACPA Saal) = p.m Street, Ruislip. 
Fat ateilp 2215 —— South Harrow, 
re og rh ag 

— 


IN MEACOC 
Sha ge - sree, Ratti Tel. Rsishy 
ite Ickenham. 
ah fg 5526 


Southall and Greenford.—AUSTIN FARR & CO., 
Chartered Surveyors, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 
<The. Brondwy it South Read, Southall. SOU 6555 (4 lines). 

, Greenford. WAX 4642/4438. 

Wem Park LLOWDS (Principal D. J. Westmore, 

Chartered Sui 


Ric. M.R.San.1 rveyors, Auc- 
tioneers and ind Valuers. ridge ond Tel. Arnold 1123/4. 
West Drayton and Y —-R. WHITLEY & CO., 
Chartered Auctioneers and Agents, 40 Station 

Road. Tel. W. Drayton 2185. 


NORFOLK 
Cromer.—R. |t. WORTLEY, F.R.LCS., Chartered 
Surveyor, etc., 1S Church Street. Tel. Cromer 2069. 
Norwich.—ALDRIDGE & PARTNERS, 22 Street, 
Surveyors and Estate Agents. ceed Norwich 7 
Norwich.—CLOWES, NASH & THURGAR, on 1848 
ot. M. Thurgar, FAL, R. F FA.LP.A, C. M. 
urgar, AA.l.), 6 Tombiand. Wai 27261 /2. 
Norwich.—}. E. wre Auctioneer and Estate Agent, 
25 Tombland. Tel. 26638. 
AA), pene coon 
Norvice Tel. 22980. 


Norwich and East 
(j. L. Fielding, F.R.1.C.S. 
etc., | Upper King 


West WNorfolk—CRUSO & WILKIN, Chartered 
Auctioneers and Estate 7 T 
Place, King’s Lynn. Tel. ‘s Lynn 3111/2. 

NORTHAMPTONSHIRE 

Northampton and Daventry.—MERRY, SONS & CO., 
LTD., Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate 9 Fish 
Street, Tel. 136. 33 Street, 
Daventry. Tel. 

Northampton District.-WOODS & CO., F.A.l., 
aeeres Auctioneers and Estate Age, ‘eer. 
Established 85 - 


Peterborough and District.—DAKING & DAKING. 
Est. 1687. Auctioneers, Valuers, Surveyors and Estate 
Aqua, roving, Pambnreets. Tel. 5245/6. 
Peterborough and District—FOX & VERGETTE, 
Auctioneers, Valuers, Surveyors and Estate Agents, 
16 Priestgace. Tel. 4261/2. Est. over 150 years. 
Peterborough 
WRIGHT R PAR 
Peverborough. Tel. 5695/6. 
(continued on p. xvii) 


NORTHUMBERLAND 


“PINDMARSH. HEPPELL "rode (es 106, 
Chartered Auctioneers 


Agents, Surveyors, 
61 Westgate Road, — Tyne. And at 
Wallsend-on-Tyne. 


NORTHUMBERLAND AND DURHAM 


gs = ge en & teeny tne Chartered Surveyors, 
. 4 Park View, 


Bey. (Fa, ass 07 Northumberland Sct., 
Newent {f <1008), ” ‘tines)) And at Gateshead 


Neweastie —DAYIO A. LARMOUR & SON, F.R.I.C.S., 
F.A.1., Saville Ro Tel. Newcastle 20727/8. 
WALLHEAD GRAY. 8 COATES, Chartered Auctioneers 
and Estate urveyors and Valuers, 84 Pilgrim 
Street, Newcastle. ghar: ~~ a _ Street, 


Gateshead. (Tel. Meg 8 Hexham. 
(Tel. 302.) 26 Frederick Street. | ~~~» (Tel, 2544.) 
NOTTINGHAMSHIRE 


Newark.—EDWARD BAILEY & SON, F.A.1., Chartered 
Auctioneers and Estate ts, Surveyors and Valuers, 
7 Kirkgate, Newark. 39. 


a me eee bmg & CO., ge 
og gmrerdiecunme 


5. 
Nottingham.— WALKER, WALTON & HANSON, 
Chartered rveyors and Valuers, Chartered 


OXFORDSHIRE 
Bicester, Thame and Oxford.—£. P. MESSENGER & 
SON, Surveyors, Auctioneers, Valuers, etc. 
Thame 263/4; Bicester 10; and Oxford 47281. 
Oxford and District.—BUCKELL & BALLARD. 
1887. R. B. Ballard, F.A.L.P.A., H. 1. FR AP RLS. 
— H. S. Ballard, A.RACS., FAA, Cornmarket 
ty 34 Tel. 44151, and at Wallingford, Berks. 
ey ee sane districts.—E. }. 
BROOKS & F.Al. (Established 1840), Chartered 
A Estate ts, Surveyors and V 
a: 4 mont Street, O: (Ti 


SHROPSHIRE 


ee & McCARTNEY, Chartered 
Vv and Estate Agents. Tel. 2185. 


HALL, WATERIDGE & OWEN, LTD., 
Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate Agents. 


Tel. 2081. 
and lg ty oe & 
Estate S wyle ce oP tal. 5306 and 2313. And at 
Church 
Wellington.—BARBER 


ee Gas kee? Charch Sereet, Tol: 
ts, 
27 and 444 Wellington. 

WRIGHT, Auctioneers, Valuers 


Whitchurch.— 
and Estate Agents, 15 Watergate Street, Whitchurch. 
Tel. 62. 
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was no misconduct, however technical, on the part of the 
umpire, and the motion failed. 
APPEARANCES : Philip Goodenday (Alexander Fine & Co.) ; 
B. B. Stenham (Coward, Chance & Co.). 
[Reported by Mrs. E. M. We_twoon, Barrister-at-Law] [1 W.L.R. 1243 


Probate, Divorce and Admiralty Division 


HUSBAND AND WIFE: PRACTICE: AMENDMENT 
OF ANSWER TO ALLEGE DESERTION BY WAY 
OF CROSS-PETITION: THREE YEARS COMPLETED 
AT DATE OF AMENDMENT BUT NOT AT DATE 
OF ANSWER: LEAVE TO AMEND ANSWER 
FURTHER BY STRIKING OUT PRAYER FOR 
DIVORCE: LEAVE TO FILE FRESH PETITION 
SEEKING DIVORCE AND TO CONSOLIDATE 
Jacobs v. Jacobs 
Karminski, J. 6th October, 1960 

Defended petition for divorce. 

The wife, by her petition dated 11th December, 1958, 
prayed for a decree of divorce on the grounds of her husband's 
alleged cruelty. The husband, by his answer dated 
23rd February, 1959, denied the alleged cruelty, and prayed 
for a decree of divorce in the exercise of the court's discretion 
on the ground of the wife’s alleged cruelty. He further 
alleged that she had deserted him on 2nd November, 1956, 
although unable in view of the time factor to seek relief on 
that ground. Both asked for custody and costs, and the wife 
further prayed for ancillary relief. A formal reply denying 
the cruelty alleged by the husband was filed in March, 1959. 
On 15th September, 1959, the wife filed a supplemental petition 
alleging specific adultery in June, July and August, 1959, with 
a woman whose surname and identity were unknown to her. 
By his supplemental answer thereto dated 10th December, 
1959, the husband admitted adultery from September, 1958, 
but made no admission in relation to the specific allegations 
of adultery. He added to his answer the words: “ And 
by way of cross-petition the [husband] says: That the [wife 
has deserted the {husband} without cause for a period of 


IN WESTMINSTER 


HOUSE OF LORDS 
PROGRESS OF BILLS 
Read First Time: 


Expiring Laws Continuance Bill [H.C.) [17th November. 


Read Second Time:— 


Patents and Designs (Renewals, Extensions and Fees) 
Bill [H.L. (15th November. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS 


A. PRroGress oF BILLs 
Read First Time: 
Aberdeen Harbour Order Confirmation Bill [H.C.} 
[16th November. 
To confirm a Provisional Order under the Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1936, relating to Aberdeen Harbour. 
Clyde Navigation Order Confirmation Bill [H.C.} 
[16th November. 
To confirm a Provisional Order under the Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1936, relating to Clyde Navigation. 
Forth Road Bridge Confirmation Bill [H.C.} 
{16th November. 
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three years immediately preceding the presentation of this 
answer [sic}],"" and set out particulars of desertion since 
2nd November, 1956, when the wife had left him. By her 
reply dated 6th January, 1960, to the answer and cross- 
petition the wife admitted that she had left the husband on 
the date alleged, but pleaded just cause. At the hearing, 
counsel for the husband applied, in view of the decision of 
the Court of Appeal in Blacker v. Blacker (1960) 2 W.L.R. 800 ; 
p. 368, ante, to strike out the prayer of his answer a’id supple- 
mental answer except in so far as they merely asked for the 
prayer of the petition to be rejected with the usual conse- 
quences as to costs. He also asked for leave to file forthwith 
a new petition in which the husband would repeat his former 
allegations of cruelty and desertion with a prayer in sub- 
stantially the same form as that in the original pleadings. 
He further asked that the two suits should then be forthwith 
consolidated. 


KARMINSKI, J., said that he had no doubts as to the course 
he ought to pursue. The present application to amend the 
respondent husband’s pleadings came as a result of the answer 
being filed at a time when practitioners were probably 
following Swiszczowski v. Swiszczowski and Jewasinski {1959} 
1 W.L.R. 187, and Thatcher v. Thatcher and Gill (Wheeler 
intervening) [1959] 1 W.L.R. 730. Those decisions had now 
been held by the Court of Appeal to have been wrongly 
decided: Blacker v. Blacker, supra. The course proposed 
by counsel for the husband was based in particular on some 
observations of Willmer, L.J., in Blacker v. Blacker (1960) 
2 W.L.R., at p. 807; and he (his lordship) was prepared to 
grant the application having regard to the long delay before 
the case was heard. Application granted. 

[NoTeE.—Leave to amend the answers, to file and serve the 
cross-petition in court, to abridge time for appearance thereto 
until after the adjournment, to dispense with the registrar's 
certificate, and to consolidate were given, and the husband 
was granted a decree nisi on the ground of desertion on the 
exercise of the court's discretion, and the wife’s petition 
dismissed, that afternoon. There was no order as to costs 
except as to legal aid taxation.) 

APPEARANCES: Dudley Collard (Alexander Fine & Co.) ; 
Roger Ormrod, Q.C., and Leonard Halpern (Julius Simpson). 

(Reported by Joun B. Ganower, Esq., Barrister-at-Law] [1 W.L.R. 1236 


AND WHITEHALL 


To confirm a Provisional Order under the Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1936, relating to the Forth Road 
Bridge. 

Local Authorities (Expenditure on Special Purposes) 
(Scotland) Bill [H.C.) [15th November. 

To amend section three hundred and thirty-nine of the Local 
Government (Scotland) Act, 1947, with respect to the purposes 
for which payments may be made thereunder. 

Rating and Valuation Bill (H.C. ) [17th November. 

To amend the law with respect to the valuation of property 
for the purposes of rates and with respect to the making and 
collection of rates. 


Read Second Time :— 


Criminal Justice Bill [H.C.) [17th November. 
Land Drainage Bill [H.C.) [14th November. 
Ministers of the Crown (Parliamentary Secretaries) Bill 
[18th November. 
[15th November, 


[H.C.) 
National Insurance Bill [H.C.) 


Read Third Time:— 


British North America Bill (H.C, [18th November. 
Indus Basin Development Fund Bill [H.C.) 
[18th November, 
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B. QUESTIONS 
Estate Duty Forms 


Sir Epwarp BoyLe said that those forms used by the Estate 
Duty Office which needed to be sworn before a commissioner for 
oaths or other person authorised to administer an oath would be 
amended so as to substitute in the relevant footnote a list of 
persons so authorised, in place of the reference to certain Acts 
of Parliament. Thirteen types of estate duty form in England 
and Wales were required to be sworn, and the requirement of 
verification on oath was statutory ; legislation would be needed 
to dispense with it. Most of these forms were not simply required 
for estate duty purposes but were part of the machinery of 
clothing an executor or administrator with his title to administer 
a dead man’s estate. [17th November. 


LOWER JUDICIARY (SALARIES) 


Sir Enwarp Boy e said that, following the increases announced 
on 6th August for certain grades in the higher civil service, the 
Government had agreed that comparable increases in salaries 
should be awarded to those members of the lower judiciary and 
to certain officers of the Supreme Court on corresponding salary 
levels. The increases were comparably applied to salaries up 
to £4,100. The effective date was the same as for posts at 
corresponding levels in the civil service, except for metropolitan 
magistrates. Their salary changes must, under the Judicial 
Offices (Salaries and Pensions) Act, 1957, be effected by order 
subject to affirmative resolution in both Houses of Parliament 
and the increase must be from the date of the order. A draft 
order had been laid before both -Houses of Parliament on 
lst November. The estimated annual cost of the increases was 
about £42,000. Details of the increase were as follows : 


Present New 
Salary Salary 
j £ 
Chairman, Scottish Land Court 4,100 4,200 
Sheriff, Lothians and Peebles .. +,100 4,200 
Metropolitan Magistrate i 3,800 4,100 
Sheriff Substitute A ie im 3,800 4,100 
Sheriff Substitute B = ; 3,150 3,550 
Sheriff Substitute ( : ‘ 2,650 2,975 
Masters, Admiralty Registrar, 
Probate and Bankruptcy Regis- 
trars, Official Solicitor ve 3,000—3, 800 3,400-4,100 
Chief Chancery Registrar oa 3,000 3,400 
Chancery Registrar = ‘ 2,400-2,800 2,700—3,175 
Legal and Medical Visitors . 3,100 3,500 
Clerks of Assize .. “¥e ‘ 1, 800—2,800 2,085-3,175 


[17th November. 


STATUTORY INSTRUMENTS 


Birmingham-—Great Yarmouth Trunk Road (Shilton Hill 
Diversion) Order, 1960. (S.I. 1960 No. 2006 5d 

County of Chester (Electoral Divisions) Order, 1960. (S.1. 1960 
No. 2054.) 5d 

County of York, North Riding (Electoral Divisions) Order, 
1960. (S.I. 1960 No. 2035.) 5d. 

Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) (Amendment) 
Order, 1960. (S.1. 1960 No. 2029.) 5d 

Edinburgh-Glasgow Trunk Road _ (Bathgate—Blackburn 
Junction) (Slip Roads) Order, 1960. (S.I. 1960 No. 2055 
(S.104).) 5d 

Gloucester Water Order, 1960. (S.I. 1960 No. 2067.) 5d. 

Legal Aid and Advice Act, 1949 (Commencement No. 9) Order, 
1960. (S.I. 1960 No. 2056 (C.18).) 4d. 
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This order (see p. 941 ante) brings into force on Ist December 
Pt. I of the Legal Aid and Advice Act, 1949, for the purpose of 
appeals to the House of Lords. 

Legal Aid (General) (Amendment No. 3) Regulations, 1960. 
(S.1. 1960 No. 2057.) 5d. 

These regulations (see p. 941, ante), in force on Ist December, 
make amendments to the Legal Aid (General) Regulations, 1960, 
required by the extension of legal aid to appeals to the House of 
Lords. They also make a number of minor amendments. 
Manchester (Amendment of Local Enactments) Order, 1960. 

(S.I. 1960 No. 2031.) 5d. 

Milk (Special Designations) (Specified Areas) (No. 2) Order, 1960. 
(S.I. 1960 No. 2018.) 5d. 

Neath—Abergavenny and East of Abercynon-—East of Dowlais 
Trunk Roads (Hirwaun and Other Diversions) (Variation 
No. 3) Order, 1960. (S.1. 1960 No. 2015.) 5d 

North East Lincolmshire Area (Conservation of Water) 
(Amendment) Order, 1960. (S.I. 1960 No. 2044.) 5d. 

Retention of a Water Main under the Highway (County of 
Bedford) (No. 2) Order, 1960. (S.I. 1960 No. 2036.) 5d. 

Stopping up of Highways Orders, 1960: 

County of Bedford (No. 8). (S.1. 1960 No. 2020 5d 


City and County Borough of Birmingham (No. 11). (S.1. 1960 
No. 2048.) 5d. 
County Borough of Blackpool (No. 1). (S.1. 1960 No. 2021.) 


5d. 
County of Chester (No, 20). 
County of Cornwall (No. 10). 
County of Gloucester (No. 15). (S.I. 1960 No. 2047 5d. 
County of Gloucester (No. 16). (S.I. 1960 No. 2049.) 5d. 
County Borough of Grimsby (No.1). (S.I. 1960 No. 2019.) 5d. 
County of Hertford (No. 9). (S.I. 1960 No. 2022.) 5d. 
County of Kent (No. 28). (S.I. 1960 No. 2037.) 5d. 
County of Lancaster (No. 27). (S.I. 1960 No. 2016.) 5d. 
London (No. 59). (S.1. 1960 No. 2023.) 5d. 
London (No. 60). (S.I. 1960 No. 2051.) 5d. 
London (No. 62). (S.1. 1960 No. 2038.) 5d. 
County Borough of Newport (No. 4). (S.I. 1960 No. 2024.) 4d. 
County Borough of Southampton (No. 8). (S.I. 1960 No. 2039.) 


(S.1. 1960 No. 2046 5d 
(S.I. 1960 No. 2042.) 5d. 


5d. 

County Borough of Sunderland (No. 1). (S.1. 1960 No. 2025.) 
5d. 

County of Surrey (No. 13). (S.1. 1960 No. 2040.) 5d 

County Borough of West Bromwich (No. 1). (S.1. 1960 


No. 2041.) 5d. 

County of Wilts (No. 11). (S.I. 1960 No. 2050.) 5d 

Tin Box Wages Council (Great Britain) (Abolition) Order, 1960. 
(S.I. 1960 No. 2076.) 4d. 

Wages Regulation (Hair, Bass and Fibre) Order, 1960. (S.I. 1960 
No. 2030.) 6d. 

West of Biggar-Edinburgh Trunk Road (Causewayend 
Diversion) Order, 1960. (S.I. 1960 No. 2032 (S,103).) 5d. 


SELECTED APPOINTED DAYS 


November 

27th Noise Abatement Act, 1960. 

December 

Ist Factories Act, 1959, ss. 9-17, 24, 34 (2) (in part), 


Sched. I, Sched. III, Pt. I (in part). 

Factories (Fire Certificate Application) Order, 1960. 
(S.I. 1960 No. 1840.) 

Legal Aid and Advice Act, 1949, Pt. I, for the purpose 
of appeals to the House of Lords. 

Legal Aid (General) (Amendment No. 3) Regulations, 
1960. (S.I. 1960 No. 2057.) 

2nd Payment of Wages Act, 1960, ss. 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 9, 

Sched. 





Honours and Appointments 
Mr. RicHArp Happow Forrest, Q.C., and Mr. FREDERICK 
Etwyn jones, 0.C., M.P., have been elected Masters of the 
Bench of Gray's Inn. 
Mr. W1LL1AM WEBB, deputy valuer to London County Council, 
is to succeed the late Mr. J. Toole as valuer, subject to full council 
approval 








Personal Notes 
Mr. NorMAN HuGues BUCKLEY, solicitor, of Manchester and 
Windermere, has regained the German-held one-hour record for 
1,200 Kg. boats with a speed of 84 m.p.h. in his speedboat 
““ Miss Windermere IV ’’ on Lake Windermere. 


Mr. JAMEs Gray, Berwick-on-Tweed’s oldest practising solicitor, 
is to retire. 








“ The Solicitors’ Journal ”’ 
Friday, November 25, 1960 








Auctioneers, Valuers. Surveyors. Land and Estate Agents 








SOMERSET (continued) 


Weston-super-Mare.—LALONDE BROS. & PARHAM 
(Est. 1848), 23 Waterloo Street (Tel. 4500); and at 


Bristol. 
Weston-super-Mare and District.—MASTERS & CO. 
F.RACS., FAL, Chartered ee Chartered 
Auctioneers and Estate High Street. 
Tel. 6443/4. 
and District.—PALMER, SNELL & CO., 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate aw Be. 
and Valuers. Tel. 25 and 1796. 
130 Mount Street, W.1!. 


STAFFORDSHIRE 


Stoke-on-Trent and North Staffs.—CHARLES 
BUTTERS & SONS, Established e - Chartered 
re Surveyors, Valuers and Estate ts, 
Trinity Buildings, Hanley Hanley, bh ling Tel. 2138/9. 


Also at Li 
SUFFOLK 


Bury St. Edmunds and East CY SCOTT 
AND SONS, 3 Hatter Street, Bury St. Edmunds. Phone 
43 and 692. 

Ipswich and East Anglia—SPURLINGS & HEMPSON 
(Est. 1780), Chartered Surveyors, Chartered Auctioneers, 
26 Princes Street, ipswich. Tel. 51807/8. 

Ipswich and East Anglia —WOODCOCK & SON, 
16 Arcade Street, Ipswich. Tel. 54352 (2 lines). 
Specialists in Selling Country Property and Farms. 
Established 1850. 

Woodbridge and East Suffolk.—ARNOTT & CALVER, 
Auctioneers and Valuers. Est. 1870. Tel. 179. 


SURREY 


Addiscombe, Shirley, 
AND CO., Auctioneers, 
Lower Addiscombe Road. Tel. i be $ 
and 142 Wickham Road, Shirley. Tel. ADDiscombe 4021. 

Ashstead and UGLAS & CO., 
FA.L.P.A. Princi Sante LORE Rape, Leatherhead. 
Tel. 4136/7 (5 

Camberle —SIDDY & GIDDY, Estate House, 
London Road. Tel. 1919. 

Camberley (Hants has Berks Borders).—SADLER 
AND BAKER, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
95 High Street. Est. 1880. Tel. 1619. 

Caterham and District, Sanderstead 
j. C. O'BRIEN, Station Avenue, Caterham. 
and 348. Limpsfield Road, > 

Cobham.—EWBANK & CO., 
ws Co. Est. 1891. Tel. 47. Offices throughout West 

rrey. 

Coulsdon.—SINDEN, TOMKINS & KING, F.A.L.P.A., 
Valuers, Su rs and Agents, 26 Chipstead 
Valley Road. Tel. UPLands 0600. 

Croydon.—BLAKE, oll & WILLIAMS. Est. 


Croydon, 
& GRANT. (Est. 1881). o_— aluers, 
103/105 George Street, Croydon. Tel. CRO 0138/9. 

Croydon and age oe g wal P. pce hI & = 
pte ey Valuers and 

2 and 4 George Street, Soar CROydon Siaa/e. 

Croydon and London.—HAROLD WILLIAMS AND 
PARTNERS, Chartered Surveyors, Valuers, Chartered 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 80 High Street, Croydon. 
Tel. Croydon 1931. And at Temple Chambers, Temple 
Avenue, poe C4. Tel. Ludgate Circus 9288. 

Croydon and Epsom.—ROBT. W. FULLER, en 
AND FULLER, Chartered Surveyors, Valuers 
py 85 High Street, Croydon, (CRO stare). 
and Epsom (communications to Croydon Office Ome 
Established 18: 1824. 

and Fay ye ge AND 

AN, Auctioneers Valuers. 

106 High ao roy don. Tel. 6 T67. And 
at 6 Cheam Road, Risen. Tel. VIG 7 ae 


Dorking.—ARNOLD & SON, Auctioneers & ee 
71 High Serest and branches. Est. 1855. Tel. 


Dorking.—WHITE & SONS, 104 

tural wo rd Gane teers ood ea Ae ae 
Dorking & London.—PEARSON, COLE & SHORLAND, 
Auction and Estate Offices, Dorking. Tel. 3897; 


Surveyors, Valuers and Auctioneers ; ae Pe 
Road, $.W.3. Tel. Kensingsoe S06, 


OWeste Tal Dorking 2 Effingham.—CUBITT AND 
= yy Dorking 2212, Bookham 2744. Valuers, 
Agents. 


. Reigate. Tel. 


wcipal Ofte | 10 thah 10 High $ St Epeom. Tol. a3Ga/A. 

; t., 

(5 Offices, Ewell to Leatherhead). 

“FALPIA. Auctioneers, Enate Agent and Surveyor, 
2! High Street, Epsom. Tel. tte, Sort oon 
Leatherhead. Tel. 4133/4. And at Reigate Dorking. 

Esher.—EWBANK & CO., in association with Mann & Co. 
Est. 1891. Tel. 3537/8. Offices throughout West Surrey. 

Esher and District.—W. J. BELL & SON, Chartered 
Surveyors, Valuers, Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
5! High Street. Tel. Esher 12. 


ADDY & CO. (Est. 1903). 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Surveyors 
and Valuers, |!!! West Street. Tel. 

Farnham.—WHITEHEAD & . amal. 
HEWETT & LEE, 32 South Street. (Tel. 6277). 

Godalming.—H. 8. BAVERSTOCK & SON, Chartered 
a ee Tel. 1722 

rain one a Esc. 189! a8 Beem Paes. 
Tel. 62911/2. ‘est 

MESSENGER, og Lid 
Guildford.— WHITEHEAD 


& , ama, 
HEWETT & ak ee Street. a 2811/2). 
Hasiemere.—H 


Haslemere and Hindhead.—CUBITT & VEST. Tel. 
Haslemere 2345/6/7, Hindhead 63. Valuers, Surveyors, 


Estate Agents. 

into Tel. KIN 0022. 
PAGE & BENNETT, Est. 

i , Chartered Surveyors, 18 Eden Street. Tel. 

KIN 3356. 


, STEVENS & CO., Est. 1899, 


OFFICES (L.) Smith, FALPAL PLR Parkinecn, 

ATE G, } Seam . F.ALP.A., P. F. Parkinson, 
B.Sc., A.A.L.P.A.), Wood St. KIN 1001. Sales, surveys, 
property and chattel valuations, 


AND CO., Chartered Ai 36 North Street, 
hespertens, (Tel. 3001/2); Ashscead 2362, Oxshott 
"fereyn Aactone DAVEY & HART, Chartered 
. Auctioneers, and Estate Agents, 

Green. Tel. MIT: = 


iM and Merstham.—e. H ee ae 
Auctioneers id Valuers. Tel. Redhill 3672. 


TEN & CARNABY, Auc- 
tioneers and Valuers, 23 Church Street. T: | tel 


le AO a & CO., — op Aqpom, Serves 
and Valuers. Rents collected (Opposite 
Richmond Station). Tel. RIC a 72. 





aly Est. 1891. Sel. 2333/5. Sa cee a 

‘est % 

we ly on SF SON, 
/ 

ag 


SURREY (continued) 
Tel. 3263/4. 


bg ge & CO., Est. 1891, Charcered Surveyor. 
Tel. (6 lines). Offices throughout West Surrey. 

Woking.—MOLDRAM, CLARKE & EDGLEY, Chartered 
Surveyors. Tel. 3419; and at Guildford. 


SUSSEX 


R Worthing and 

BERNARD TUCKER & SON. Ext. 1890. 

L. 8. T , F.RALC.S., F.AA., G. H. E. Evans, F.A.L.P.A., 

W. }. Brown, F.A.|. Tels. Rustington |, Worthing 5708/9 
Storrington 535. 


Arundel and Rusti ~—HEASMAN & PARTNERS. 
Tel. Arundel 2323, Rustington 900. 

ay ag ea BRAY & SONS (Est. 1864), 

nly, = hy Auctioneers and Valuers, | Devonshire 


and Cooden.—ERNEST SHEATHER, 
F.A.1., & PARTNER, Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
14 St. Leonards Road. Tel. 350, 35! and 2280. 


Square. 


Bexhill-on-Sea and Little Common.—RICHES & 
GRAY ee. 1883), Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 
Agents, 25 Sea Road, ee eae Tel. 34/5. And 
at 25 Cooden Sea Road, Little Common. Tel. Cooden 


YMOND BEAUMONT, F.R.I.C.S., F.ALL., 
Surveyors, Gane Auctioneers and Estate 

Agents, 35 East Street. Tel. Brighton 20163. 
Brighton.—MELLOR & mmnaee. Chartered Auctioneers 
and Estate Agents, | 10 St. James's Street. Tel. 682910. 
Brighton.—H. D. S. STILES & CO., F.R.LC.S., FAA. 
(special rating diploma), 6 Pavilion Buildings. Tel. 
{ 244 (4 lines). 10 King’s Bench Walk, Temple 
4. Tel. Central 5356. 2 tee Steyne, Worthing. 

florthing 9192/3. 


Tel. W 
meg ey ey K STONE & PARTNERS, F.A.L.P.A., 
Queen’s Road. Tel. Brighton 29252/3. 

Brighton and Hove.—WILLIAM WILLETT. LTD., 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 52 Church Road, Hove. 
Tel. Hove 34055. London Office, Sloane Square, $.W.!. 
Tel. Sloane 8141. 


*iaonic Hove and ative) Districts.— 
ans HATCHWELL, F.R.I.C.S., F.A.1., Chartered 


a and Estate Agent, 

4 Fesiebanen it Brighton, |. Tel. Brighton 23107. 
and Hove and ing Districts.— 
HORTON LEDGER, F.Al., Established 1/885, 
Auctioneer and Estate Agent, Surveyor and 
Valuer, “ Sussex House,’ 126/7 Western Road, Hove, 
Sussex. Tel. 71291. 
Regis. —WHITEHEAD & 


Chichester 
WHITEHEAD, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
—= Sereet, cA — (5 lines). Station 


Regis 
WM. WOOD, poet & GARDNER, Surveyors 
Tel. Crawley, | 
ALD BEALE & CO., Auctioneers, 
and Valuers. The Broadway. Tel. 
h 3333. 
Gastbourne.—FRANK H. BUDD, LTD., Auctioneers, 
Surveyors, Valuers, | Bolton Road. Tel. 1860. 
Eastbourne.—A. C. DRAYCOTT, Chartered Auctioneers 
one Sao Agents, |2 Gildredge Road. Tel. Eastbourne 
' 


Bastbourne.—HEFFORD & HOLMES, F.A/., Chartered 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 5! Gildredge Road. 
Tel. Eastbourne 7840. 

Senthourne-OAKDEN | s co. fore o forge. Auc- 

and Valuers, 4 Cornfield Road. Est. 1897. 


and District—FARNHAM & CO., 
nts and Valuers, 6 Terminus 
. 4433/4/5. Branch at 87 East- 
Willingdon, and 4 Grand Parade, 





tioneers and 
Tel. 1234/5. 
Eastbourne 


Estate 

, Eastbourne. T 

bourne Road, Lower 
Polegate. 

. BP jh. MAY (P. J. May and 

F.RACS., F.A1., M.R.San.1.), 2 London 

|. East Grinstead 315/6. 
Bast Grinstead—TURNER, RUDGE & TURNER, 
Chartered Surveyors. Tel. East Grinstead 700/!. 

Hassocks and pee Gumnen--ASS & STRUDWICK, 

Chartered a 82/3. 





co., 
Tel. Hrd nt 1. 
Henfield. 
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SUSSEX (continued) 
Hove.—DAVID E. DOWLING, F.A.LP.A., A 


WARWICKSHIRE (continued) 





Surveyor, Valuer & Estate Agent. 75 chore Road, 
Hove. Tel. Hove 37213 (3 lines). 
Hove.—PARSONS SON BASLEY (W. R. De Silva, 
F.R..C.S., F.A.1.), 173 Church Road, Hove. Tel. 34564. 
Hove and District.—WHITLOCK & HEAPS, Incor- 
gogeuee Auctioneers, Estate Agents, Surveyors and 
aluers, 65 Sackville Road. Tel. Hove 31822. 
Hove, Portslade, Southwick.—DEACON & CO., 
11 Station Road, Portslade. Tel. Hove 48440. 
A. C. DRAYCOTT, Chartered Auctioneers and 
Estate Agents, 8-14 South Street, Lancing, Sussex. 
Tel. Lancing 2828. 
and Mid-Sussex.—CLiFFORD DANN, B.Sc., 
F.R.L.C.S., F.AA., Fitzroy House, Lewes. Tel. 750. And 
at Dischling an and ee ee 
Searord.— SWAYNE, F.A.l., Chartered Auc- 
tioneer and » at Agent, Surveyor and Valuer, 
3 Clinton Place. Tel. 2's 
Storrington, rupecoum and Billinghurst.—WHITE- 
HEAD & WHITEHEAD amal. with D. Ross & Son, The 
uare, Storrington (Tel. 40), Swan Corner, Pulborough 
el. 232/3), Street, Billinghurst (Tel. 391). 
and cath. Tot Counties.—jJARVIS & CO., 
Haywards Heath = 700 (3 lines). 
ing-by-Sea.—GLOVER & 
CARTER, F.A. wat George V Avenue, West 
Worthing. Tel. 8686/7. And at 6 Montague Place, 
Worthing. Tel. 4264/5. 
Worthing.—A. C. DRAYCOTT, Chartered Auctioneers 
and Estate Agsos, 8-14 South Street, Lancing, Sussex. 


Tel. Lancin 

Worthing.— EYOMANN, STREET & BRIDGE (Est. 1864), 
14 Chapel | Road. Tel. 4060. 

Worthin HAWKER & CO., Chartered Surveyors, 


orth oad, Worthing. Tel. Worthing 1136 and Yi37, 
w ing-—PATCHING & CO., Est. over a century. 
5 Chapel Road. 


Worthing JOHN D. SYMONDS & CO., Chartered 
ee rs, Revenue Buildings, Chapel Road. Tel. 
w ing 623/4. 


WARWICKSHIRE 


arer and District.—SHAW, GILBERT & CO., 
F.Al., “Newton Chambers,” 43 Cannon Street, 
Birmingham, 2. Midland 4784 (4 lines). 


¢c od og aoe LOVEITT & SONS ae Ran | 
Auct uers and Estate Agents, 29 W: 


Row. Tel. 3081/2/3/4. 
Cov ek SaaS ODELL & CO. (Est. 190!) 
Pome ng Surveyors, Valuers and Estate Agents, 


53 Hertford Street. Tel. 22037 4 ines 
Lanne Spa and eo RUSLOVE & HARRIS, 
ctioneers, Valuers, Surveyors. Head Office: 
rao — Street, perso Spa. Tel. 186! 
ines 
Rugby and  District.—WIGGI Joe” 
Auctioneers, etc., 14 ae Pace, te 
Sutton Coldfield.—QUANT' & cos a eed 
6 High Sereet. Tel. SUT val és 


WESTMORLAND 
Kendal.—MICHAEL C. L. HODGSON, Auctioneers and 


Valuers, 10a High te. Tel. 1375. 
Windermere.—P R & BIRKBECK (Est. 1841), 
Auctioneers, Lake Road. Tel. 688. 


WILTSHIRE 


Bath and District and Surrounding Counties.— 
COWARD, ES & CO., masvperetiag FORTT, HATT 
& BILLING (Ese. 1903), Surveyors, Kusthonnan and 

Probate Department. New Bond 

14 New Bond Street, Bath. Tel. 

a 3150, 3584, 4268 and 61360. 


borough Sores wig its, Berks and H 
ariOrin ERMAN & SON (Est. i840) La Land. Age ma. Agents 
Surveyors, Auctioneers and Valuers, Es 

Ramsbury, Nr. Marlborough. Tel. L cotbenr 361/2. 
And at Ashby-de-la~-Zouch, Burton-on-Trent and Derby. 


WORCESTERSHIRE 
Kidderminster.—CATTELL & YOUNG, 3! Worcester 
Street. Tel. 3075 and 3077. And also at Droitwich Spa 


and Tenbury Wells. 
Worcester.—BENTLEY, HOBBS & MYTTON, F.A.i., 
Chartered Auctioneers, etc., 49 Foregate Street, 


Tel. 5194/5. 
YORKSHIRE 


Bradford.—NORMAN R. GEE & WHEATON, 72/74 
Market Street, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents. 
Tel. 27202 (2 lines). And at Keighley. 


YORKSHIRE (continued) 


Bradford.—DAVID WATERHOUSE & NEPHEWS, F.A.I., 
Britannia House, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 
Agents. Est. 1844. Tel. 22622 (3 lines). 

Hull.—EXLEY & SON, F.A.L.P.A. (Incorporating Officer 
and Field), Valuers, Estate Agents, 70 George Street 
Tel. 3399/2. 

Leeds.—SPENCER, SON & GILPIN, Chartered Surveyor 
2 Wormald Row, Leeds, 2. Tel. 3-0!71/2. 

Scarborough—EDWARD HARLAND & 
4 Aberdeen Walk, Scarborough. Tel. 834. 

Sheffield.—HENRY SPENCER & SONS, Auctioneers, 
4 Paradise Street, Sheffield. Tel. 25206. And at 20 The 

Retford, Notts. Tel. 53!/2. And 91 Bridge 
Street, Worksop. Tel. 2654. 


SONS, 


SOUTH WALES 


Cardiff—DONALD ANSTEE & CO., Chartered Survey- 
oe Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 9! St. Mary Street, 


Cardiff.—S. HERN & CRABTREE, Auctioneers and 
Valuers. Established over a century. 93 St. Mary 
Street. Tel. 29383. 

Cardiff.—j. T. SAUNDERS & SON, Chartered Auction- 
eers & Estate Agents. Est. 1895. 16 Dumfries Place, 
ae Tei. 4/5, and Windsor Chambers, Penarth. 


FRANCIS, 


Cardiff.—JNO. OLIVER WATKINS & 
Chartered Surveyors, 


Auctioneers, Chartered 
1! Dumfries Place. Tel. 33489/90. 
Swansea.—E. —- HUSBANDS, F.A.I., 
Road. Tel. 5 
Suetiadamat SAMUEL, LEEDER & SON 
(Est. 1863), Chartered Surveyors, Estate Agents and 
“nee 49 Manse! Street, Swansea. Tel. 5589! 
nes) 


139 Walter 


NORTH WALES 


Denbighshire ~~? Be re gg WEBB & CO., 
Sorveyors 38 W . Nightingale & Son), Chartered 
rveyors, 3 whic Friars, Chester. Tel. 20685. 

w orth Wales and Border Counties.— 
A. KE JONES & CO., F.A1., Chartered Auctioneers 

and Estate Agerrts, Surveyors and Valuers. The Estate 

Offices, 43 Regent Street, Wrexham. Tel. 3483/4. 








THE STAR & GARTER HOME 
For Disabled Sailors, Soldiers and Airmen 


PATRON HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN 
About £40,000 is needed at the 
beginning of each year to meet the 
difference between known expenditure 

and dependable income. 


THE HOME, WHICH IS AN INDEPENDENT 
CHARITY, RELIES ON FURTHER LEGACIES 
TO FILL THIS GAP. 


Any additional information re red . Fea from 
the Commandant (Dep 


Star and Garter Home, Richenenl, Surrey 





| PRIVATE 
ENQUIRY AGENTS 


FOR 
te SERVICE OF ALL LEGAL PROCESS 
# ROUTINE SEARCHES 
wk COMMERCIAL & CRIMINAL 
INVESTIGATION 
* EVIDENCE IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITIONS FOR DIVORCE 
Phone : TEMPLE BAR 6724-6725 


COLLINS & HOLMES 
359 STRAND, LONDON, W.C2 














CHAMBERLAIN & WILLOWS 


INDUSTRIAL PROPERTY 
CONSULTANTS AND 
VALUERS 


23 Moorgate, London, E.C.2 
(MET : 800!) 





























LOVERS 





Hon. Treasurer: The Rt. 





OF 


are asked to make a bequest to 
THE 


P. D. Ss. A. 


Patron: H.R.H. The DUCHESS OF KENT 
Founded in 1917 by Mrs. M. E. DICKIN, C.B.E. 
Hon. LORD BRABAZON OF TARA, P.C., M.C. 


THE ONLY SOCIETY ESTABLISHED EXCLUSIVELY FOR THE 
FREE TREATMENT OF SICK ANIMALS WHOSE OWNERS 
CANNOT AFFORD PRIVATE VETERINARY FEES 


Nearly 1,000,000 Cases Treated Annually 


THE PEOPLE’S DISPENSARY FOR SICK ANIMALS 
P.D.S.A. House, Clifford Street, London, W.!. 


Incorporated by Special 


ANIMALS 


(Tel. REGent 6916) 


Act of Parliament 





















WHEN SELLING 
STAMPS 


Executors will find com- 


a security in the H. R. 
ARMER Auctions. 


More than 3,000 leading 
Philatelists ty regular 
buyers at H. R. Harmer’s 


wesley sales in London 
and New York. Realisa- 
highest in philatelic 
auctioneering. 


Valuations for insurance, export, probate or sale, 
are accepted by all authorities. Fees are remitted 
pm if sate instructions are given within two years 





Prospective My og cannot do better than place 
their interest in H. Harmer’s hands. Write for 
leaflet which gives full ‘particulars of sale by auction 
or private treaty, commission terms, insurance 
arrangements, etc. 


ae wish to buy fine stamps, write for a catalogue 
blank a leaflet giving particulars of 
International 


7 WARMER, LTD, sussrssex, 


NEW BOND STREET, LONDON, W.! 
pH. New Yor and Sypney. [Tel.: Mayfair 0218 
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They should be brief, 
stamped addressed envelope. 


uestions, which be accepted ponentigs oiiece ate subscribers either 
e pL my Beliciers’ Journal, Oyen tense, Brosens 


Title Vivos oF DECEASED’s PROPERTY BY 


EXECUTRIX 


Q. A by his will of January, 1955, devised his estate, including 
Blackacre, to his wife B for life and thereafter to his children 
C and D in equal shares. A appointed B sole executrix of the 
will. A died in June, 1956, and probate of the said will was 
granted to B in July, 1956. By a deed of gift of November, 1956, 
B conveyed part of Blackacre to X. The deed of gift contains 
the usual recital that no previous assent or conveyance has been 
given. It has been adjudicated for stamp duty. C and D have 
signed an informal document authorising the sale by B but neither 
this document nor the trusts of the will have been brought on to 
the title. (1) Does s. 39 of the Administration of Estates Act, 
1925, confer power of disposition in thismanneron B? (2) Would 
s. 36 thereof protect X in respect of any irregularity as to form of 
deed ? (3) Has X acquired a good and marketable title ? 


A. (1) Weconsider it to be clear that a personal representative 
has no power under the Administration of Estates Act, 1925, 
s. 39, to make a gift infer vivos of the deceased’s property—it is 
hardly ‘‘ for the purposes of administration ’’—and commits a 
breach of trust in purporting to do so: see the last words of 
s. 13 (1) and s, 68 (17) of the Trustee Act, 1925. (2) X is not 
protected by the Administration of Estates Act, 1925, s. 36: 
see definition of ‘“‘ purchaser’ in s, 36 (11) and s. 55 (1) (xviii). 
(3) Assuming no notice of a previous assent or conveyance had 
been placed on the probate, a purchaser (defined as above) 
from X would be able to take the deed of gift (see definition of 
“conveyance ’”’ in the Administration of Estates Act, 1925, 
s. 55 (1) (iii)) by B in favour of X only as “ sufficient evidence ”’ 
that X was properly entitled (Administration of Estates Act, 
1925, s. 36 (7)) and not as conclusive evidence (Re Duce and 
Boots Cash Chemists [1937] Ch. 642). The description “ deed of 
gift,’ even without any further indications (e.g., recitals) of the 
facts, in our opinion, makes it apparent on the face of the deed 
that B exceeded her powers so that a purchaser from X should 
object to the title. A simple assent without recitals would protect 
a purchaser from X. Under the will, Blackacre became settled 
land and B the tenant for life for the purposes of the Settled 
Land Act, 1925. To make title under the Settled Land Act, 
B should appoint another trustee (Settled Land Act, 1925, s. 30 (3)) 
and B should assent to the vesting of Blackacre in herself (s. 6 (b)) 


Girt INTER 






Societies 


CENTRAL AND SouTH MIDDLESEX Law Society announce the 
following programme : 1961, 16th January : Willesden solicitors’ 
informal luncheon meeting at “‘ Spotted Dog.” 8th February : 
Annual general meeting at Century Hotel, Wembley, 6.30 p.m. 
for 7 (for dinner). Annual general meeting at 8.15 p.m. 
22nd March: Informal dinner meeting at Skyways Hotel, 
opposite London Airport, to hear Mr. Jack Evans, the Official 
Solicitor. 19th May: Cocktail party, Guildhall, Westminster. 
lst November: Third annual dinner and dance at Savoy Hotel. 

A message has been addressed to the society by the Bishop 
of Willesden. 


At a meeting of the West Lonpon Law Society held on 
16th November, Mr. Paul Adams, the Chief Taxing Master, gave 
a talk on “ Taxation of Costs.” The annual dinner is being held 


on 30th November at the Cumberland Hotel, Marble Arch, at 
7 p.m. for 7.30, when the society’s guests will include the President 
of The Law Society and Mrs. Hicks, Sir Thomas and Lady Lund, 
Judge Sir Alan Pugh and Lady Pugh and Mr. L. E. Barker. 


POINTS IN PRACTICE 
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which vesting assent must be in writing (s. 8 (1) and (4)). But, 
as a tenant for life, B could not give Blackacre away (s. 39 (1)). 
B, C and D as beneficiaries absolutely entitled and swi juris 
can, of course, end the settlement and dispose of Blackacre as 
they wish, under the rule in Saunders v. Vautier (1841), 2 Cr. & 
Ph. 240, but this fact would have to be brought on to the title 
in the absence of any overreaching conveyance. We have assumed 
here that no question of undue influence arises, but see Lancashire 
Loans v. Black [1934] 1 K.B. 380. 


Annuity—Disposat or SurPLUS INCOME FROM FUND 


Q. The will of a testator provided for an annuity of a fixed 
amount to A, and declared as follows : ‘‘ | authorise my executors 
to provide for the payment of the said annuity by setting apart 
and appropriating in respect thereof such part or parts of my 
residuary estate as shall in their opinion be sufficient by the 
income thereof to pay such annuity and | declare that when such 
appropriation shall have been made the annuity shall be wholly 
charged on the investment so appropriated in exoneration of the 
rest of my estate but that the capital of the annuity fund may be 
resorted to in case at any time the income thereof is insufficient 
to pay such annuity and I further declare that on the cesser of 
the said annuity the annuity fund appropriated to it shall revert 
to and form part of my residuary estate.’ The residue was 
vested in trustees to pay the income to the tenant for life T, 
with a gift over to residuary beneficiaries. If there is a surplus 
of income from the annuity fund at the end of each year, is such 
surplus to be (1) paid to T as income; (2) accumulated in the 
annuity fund during A’s lifetime ; (3) capitalised as part of the 
residue ; or (4) regarded as undisposed of by the will? If (4) 
applies, is the surplus to be (a) distributed annually as capital 
to the persons entitled on the partial intestacy; (b) invested 
and the income thereof paid to 7; or (c) paid to T as income ? 


A. It has been held that, in such a case as this, the trustees 
have no right to retain the surplus income to provide for the 
possibility of a future deficiency: Re Plait {1916} 2 Ch, 563, 
per Sargant, J. (cf. Re Strict (1922), 67 Sor. J. 79). We consider 
that the surplus income should be paid to 7, the tenant for life 
of the residuary estate: see Scott v. Salmond (1833), Myl. & K. 
363 ; Coop. t. Brough 46; Gibbs v. Gibbs (1872), 26 L.T. 865. 


Over sixty solicitors have indicated support for a proposed 
South London law society, and a preliminary meeting has been 
held at The Law Society’s Hall. Mr. E. H. Philcox, 77 Peckham 
High Street, will shortly be arranging in conjunction with 
Mr. Herbert Lloyd a luncheon meeting for those actively interested 
in taking the next steps in the formation of such a society. 


Wills and Bequests 


Mr. THomas FLetTcuer, solicitor, of Clifton, Gloucestershire, 
left {62,476 net. He left £1,000 to the Bible Churchmen’s 
Missionary Society, {500 to the Church Pastoral Aid Society, 
and £250 to St. Matthew's Church, Kingsdown, the Children's 
Special Service Mission, the Lord’s Day Observance Society, the 
Church Society, the London City Mission, the Bristol Scripture 
Readers’ Association and the Church Mission to the Jews. 


Mr. WaLTER KENNEDY Pearce, solicitor, of Southampton, 
left £96,346 net. After personal bequests he left £100 each to 
the Hampshire County Cricket Club, the Southampton Refuge, 
the Royal Gloucester Lodge (No. 130). Subject to certain life 
interests in the residuary estate, and other bequests, he left the 
remainder to the Royal Masonic Hospital. 
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CHANCERY CHAMBERS 
NOTICE 
With effect from Ist January, 1961, business in the chambers of 


the judges of the Chancery 
follows : 


The Chief Master (Master Hawkins, 
Room 173), attached to all the judges will 
deal with the following 

L-R. All matters assigned to Grove B 
— 18th April, 1950, to 3ist December, 


“a a All matters assigned to Mr. Justice 
Romer, Mr. Justice Harman or Mr. Justice 
Danckwerts or their predecessors as judges 
of Grovr B from ist January, 1928, to 
17th April, 1950. 

-~R. All matters assigned to Mr. Justice 
Astbury, Mr. Justice Tomlin or Mr. Justice 


GROUP A 


Master Dixwippy (Room 154) will deal 
with :— 


A-F, All matters assigned to Group A 
on or after 18th April, 1950. 


A-F. All matters assigned to Mr. Justice 
Vaisey, Mr. Justice Roxburgh or Mr, Justice 
Wynn Parry or their predecessors as judges 
of Grove A from Ist January, 1928, to 
17th April, 1950. 


A-F. All matters assigned to Mr. Justice 
Eve, Mr. Justice Russell or Mr. Justice 
Romer or their predecessors prior to 
lst January, 1928. 
Bau deal 


MASTER (Room 157) will 


with :-— 

G-N. All matters assigned to Grovr A 
on or after 18th April, 1950. 

G-N, All matters assigned to Mr. Justice 
Vaisey, Mr. Justice Roxburgh or Mr. Justice 
Wynn Parry or their predecessors as judges 


of Grover A from Ist January, 1928, to 
17th April, 1950. 

G-N. All matters assigned to Mr. Justice 
Eve, Mr. Justice Russell or Mr. Justice 
Romer or their predecessors prior to 


ist January, 1928. 
A-Z. All applications under the Adoption 
Act, 1958, which are assigned to Grour A 
Master Hewarp (Room 163) will deal 
with 


O-Z, All matters assigned to Group A 
on or after 18th April, 1950. 


O-Z. All matters assigned to Mr. Justice 
Vaisey, Mr. Justice Roxburg! or Mr. Justice 
Wynn Parry or their predecessors as judges 
of Grovr A from ist January, 1928, to 
17th April, 1950. 


O-Z, All matters assigned to Mr. Justice 
Eve, Mr. Justice Russell or Mr. Justice 
Romer or their predecessors prior to 
lst January, 1928 


14th November, 1960. 


BROADCAST 


is the subject of a wireless talk by 
John's College, 


Swindler "’ 
Fellow of St. 


** Sale to a 
Mr. J. C. Hall, 
series ‘‘ Law in 
evening, 25th November. 


DRINK AND 
Alcohol and the Motorist,’ by 
D.M. 
has been issued by the Wine Trade 


A scientific paper entitled 
Dr. Franklin Bicknell, M.A., 


Division 


Action,’’ on the 


will be dealt with as 


Clauson or their 
ist January, 1928. 
A-Z. All applications under the Adoption 
Act, 1958, which are assigned to Group B. 
A-Z. All applications as to removals from 
the county court under s. 10 of the Guardian- 
ship of Infants Act, 1886, 
A-Z. All applications for transfer of 
causes or matters from one Group of the 
Chancery Division to another under Ord. 49, 
r. la. 
A-Z. All such other applications as the 
state of business may require. 


predecessors prior to 


GROUP B 


Master Neave (Room 176) will deal 


with 


A-F. All matters assigned to Grove B 
on or after 18th April, 1950. 

A-F. All matters assigned to Mr. Justice 
Romer, Mr. Justice Harman or Mr. Justice 
Danckwerts or their predecessors as judges 
of Grove B from ist January, 1928, to 
17th April, 1950. 

A-F. All matters assigned to Mr. Justice 
Astbury, Mr. Justice Tomlin or Mr. Justice 
Clauson or their predecessors prior to 
Ist January, 1928. 


Mastan Frost (Room will deal 


with 


162) 


G-N, All matters assigned to Grove B 
on or after Ist January, 1961. 

G-K. All matters assigned to Grour B 
from 18th April, 1950, to 3ist December, 
1960. 

G-K. All matters assigned to Mr. Justice 
Romer, Mr. Justice Harman or Mr. Justice 
Danckwerts or their predecessors as judges 
of Grove B from Ist January, 1928, to 
17th April, 1950. 

G-K. All matters assigned to Mr. Justice 
Astbury, Mr. Justice Tomlin or Mr. Justice 
Clauson or their predecessors prior to 
Ist January, 1928. 


Master Pexcetry (Room 168) will deal 
with 


O-Z, All matters assigned to Grove B 
on or after Ist January, 1961. 

S-Z. All matters assigned to Grove B 
from 18th April, 1950, to 3ist December, 
1960. 

S-Z. All matters assigned to Mr. Justice 
Romer, Mr. Justice Harman or Mr. Justice 
Danckwerts or their predecessors as judges 
of Grove B from Ist January, 1928, to 
17th April, 1950. 

S-Z. All matters assigned to Mr. Justice 
Astbury, Mr. Justice Tomlin or Mr. Justice 
Clauson or their predecessors prior to 
Ist January, 1928. 

W. F. S. Hawkins, 

Chief Master, 
Chancery Division. 


TALK 

Cambridge, in the 
Third Programme on Friday 
DRIVERS 


M.R.C.P. (London), 
Defence Committee. 


(Oxon), 


Obituary 
Mr. LEONARD CHAMBERS Gopwtn, chief clerk to the Oxford 


County Court from 1936 to 1950, 


has died. 


Mr. JoserpH LazarREcK MAGNuws, solicitor, of London, E.C.2, 


died on 17th November, aged 58. 
ArtTHUR HERBERT POLLARD, head office 


Mr. 


Leicester Permanent Building Society 
retirement in 1956, died on 10th November, aged 69. 


admitted in 1926. 








He was admitted in 1925. 


solicitor of 
1933 until his 
He was 


from 


“ The Solicitors’ Journal " 
Friday, November 25, 1960 


PRACTICE DIRECTION 


CHANCERY DIVISION 
PATENTS AND REGISTERED DESIGNS 


Motions in actions and matters relating to the above will be 
made to Lloyd-Jacob, J., and not to the non-witness judge of 
the group to which the case is assigned. 

The solicitors for the party moving must apply to his lordship’s 
clerk for a date, and, on being notified when the motion will be 
in the list for hearing, must give notice to the respondent’s 
solicitors and lodge with the cause clerk (Room 136) the stamped 
notice of motion and a copy thereof. 

The Practice Direction issued on 20th January, 1950, is hereby 
cancelled. 

W. F. S. Hawkins, 

Chief Master, 


10th November, 1960. Chancery Division. 





PRINCIPAL ARTICLES APPEARING IN VOL. 104 


7th October to 26th November, 1960 


Lists of articles published earlier this year a 
at p. 786, ante (Ist July 


in the Interim Index 
to 30th September) 


(to 24th June) and 
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PUBLIC NOTICES 


METROPOLITAN BOROUGH OF 
PADDINGTON 


ASSISTANT SOLICITOR 
(Seale A—{1,445 + £60(2)—{1,565) 


The Council invite applications for this 
appointment which is superannuable and 
subject to one month’s notice on either side. 
If the qualifications and experience of the 
successful candidate warrant it, a starting 
salary of either £1,505 or £1,565 will be paid. 
A sound knowledge and experience in advocacy, 
conveyancing and general legal work is 
desirable. The appointment will give full 
opportunity of experience in administrative 
and committee work. 

Applications, stating (a) age, (b) professional 
and academic qualifications and date of 
admission, (c) present and past appointments 
and salaries, (¢d) experience, and (e) names of 
three referees, should be sent to me not later 
than first post on 12th December, 1960 
(quoting A.511). 

W. H. BENTLEY, 
Town Clerk. 
Town Hall, 
Paddington Green, W.2 


BOROUGH OF BRENTFORD AND 
CHISWICK 


ASSISTANT SOLICITOR 


Applications invited for this post on salary 
range {1,355 to £1,525 per annum commencing 
according to age and experience. Provision of 
housing accommodation and assistance towards 
removal expenses considered. Write full 
details to undersigned. 


W. F. J. CHURCH, 
Town Clerk. 
Town Hall, 
Chiswick, W.4. 


REDDITCH URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL 


(Population 35,000) 


APPOINTMENT OF DEPUTY CLERK 
AND SOLICITOR 


Applications are invited for the above- 
mentioned appointment from solicitors with 
extensive experience. Salary A.P.T. V. 
£1,310—(1,480 according to experience. 

Redditch is the largest urban district in 
Worcestershire and is rapidly developing. 
It is not a Review Area. The appointment 
will provide wide and varied experience in 
local government law and administration. 

Temporary housing accommodation will be 
available, if required, and reasonable removal 
expenses paid. The appointment will be 
ubject to the National Scheme of Conditions 
of Service and the Superannsation Acts. 

Applications, marked ‘‘ Appointment of 
Deputy Clerk and Solicitor "’ with full personal 
particulars and the names of two referees, 
must reach me by 14th December, 1960. 


W. IRVING WATKINS, 
Clerk of the Council. 
Council House, 
Redditch. 








BOROUGH OF KETTERING 


APPOINTMENT OF 
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR 


Applications are invited for the post of 
Assistant Solicitor in the Town Clerk's Depart- 
ment at a salary in accordance with Grades 
A.P.T. LII/TV (£960-——41,310 per annum) of 
the National Scales of Salaries; the com- 
mencing salary to be according to experience. 
Applications will be consider from 
November, 1960, Finalists. The post affords 
an opportunity of gaining wide and varied 
experience on both the legal and administrative 
sides. 


Housing accommodation will be available 
if required. 

The appointment will be subject to the 
National Scheme of Conditions of Service and 
the Local Government Superannuation Acts. 


Applications, stating age, qualifications and 

rience, together with the names of two 

referees, should reach the undersigned not 
later than the 7th December, 1960. 


D. DUNSFORD-PRICE, 
Town Clerk. 
Council Offices, 
Huxloe Place, 
Kettering. 


BOROUGH OF DAGENHAM 


APPOINTMENT OF SECOND ASSISTANT 
SOLICITOR 


Applications are invited for the eg ae, 
of Second Assistant Solicitor in my Depart- 
ment. Salary scale A.P.T. III/IV, i.e., £960- 
£1,310 per annum plus £45 London weighting. 


This post offers an excellent opportunity for 
a Solicitor (or a Solicitor awaiting admission) 
to obtain wide experience of local government 
law and administration prior to advancing to 
the higher graded positions of the service. 
together with further 
obtainable from the 


Application forms, 
details of the post, 
undersigned. 

KEITH LAUDER, 
Town Clerk. 
Civic Centre, 
Degmham. 


AMENDED ADVERTISEMENT 
BOROUGH OF SLOUGH 
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR—GRADE A.P.T.V. 


Applications, stating age, qualifications, 
experience, previous a ts, etc., 
naming two referees and di any relation- 
ship to members or senior 
Council, from solicitors preferably with experi- 
ence in local government legal work including 


con ocacy and committee 
acloewn thea be sent to the Towa Clerk, 


Town Hall, Slough, Bucks, by 5th December, 
1960. 


Salary within Grade A.P.T.V. (£1,310- 
1,480). No council housing accommodation. 
National Conditions of Service and 
Superannuation Acts will apply and a medical 
examination will be necessary. 





BOROUGH OF THORNABY-ON-TEES 


DEPUTY TOWN CLERK 

Applications are invited from Solicitors, 
neg orsged with local government experience, 
or this new appointment at a salary within 
the range of A.P.T. Grades IV and V (/1,140 
£1,480) according to experience. 

Form of application may be obtained from 
me for return not later than 6th December, 
1960 

Consideration will be given to the provision 
of housing accommodation. 

A. STOCKWELL, 
Town Clerk 
Town Hall. 
Thornaby-on- Tees. 





APPOINTMENTS VACANT 


ye a reap by West End Solicitors— 
Probate Clerk (male or female) capable of 
undertaking probate and administration work 
with the minimum of supervision. Pension 
scheme. No Saturdays.—Write with details 
of Streets, and salary required to Box E.922, 
c/o treets 110 Old Broad Street, E.C.2. 


RELAY EXCHANGES LIMITED 


require 
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR 


Interesting general work in a progressive 
Public Company. Experience in conveyancing 
and contract law useful. Excellent prospects. 
Superannuation and Sickness Benefit Schemes 
in operation. 

Would suit newly qualified man. (November 
finalists may wish to apply, pending the 
examination results.) 

Written applications, in strictest confidence, 
stating age, experience, present appointment 
and salary required to : 

THe SOLIctror, 
Retay ExcHanGes Limitep, 
Recay House, Percy Street, 
Swinpon, WILTS. 


ASSISTANT Solic itor urgently required by 
Holborn Solicitors to take charge of 
litigation with supervision. Four years’ ex- 
lence after admission desirable. Good 
—Write with full particulars to Box 
No. 1512, CHARLES DOUBBLE LIMITED, 
10 Bell Yard, Temple Bar, London, W.C.2. 
(\ONVEYANCING Clerk required by estab- 
lished West End firm. Excellent ee 
for keen, self reliant and knowledgeable man or 
woman seeking advancement. No Saturdays. 
Salary according to services offered. Write in 
confidence with details..-Box 6770, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


ATTHEW Trackman, Lifton & Cunnington, 

of 1 Dover Street, London, W.1 (Hyde 
— 9876) require a Probate Managing Clerk 
and also a Conveyancing Clerk to augment 

t staff. Prospects for experienced and 

fen "applicants with commensurate com- 
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APPOINTMENTS VACANT-—continued 
L ITIGATION Clerk required 


Pension scheme. Small newly decorated 
unfurnished flat available.—Write giving full 
particulars and experience. L. O. Glenister 
& Sons, 20/22, King Street, Hammersmith, 
London, W.6. 


wet END firm requires assistant in 
Probate Department Excellent oppor 
tunity for advancement. Salary 
with services offered Write with details 
Box 7018, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4 


5 day week. 


commensurate 


YOUTH-EAST London Solicitors in general 


practice with considerable County Court 
work have vacancy for Assistant Solicitor 
willing to undertake advocacy Good 
prospects for young man or woman Five 
day week Salary according to age and 
ex perience Write with details tox 7022 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 


Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4 

NTERNATIONAL Practice Solicitors in 

Norfolk Street with unusual and interesting 
practice require Probate Managing Clerk with 
Conveyancing; good salary according to 
experience; 5-day week, pension arrange 
ments, luncheon vouchers Write, giving age 
and details of experience, Box 7184, Solicitors 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4 


YOUTHEN D-ON-SEA Assistant Solicitor 
W required to develop litigation and advocacy 
side of busy practice. Must also be competent 
conveyancer. Good prospects of partnership 
without capital payment for right man. Com 
mencing salary 41,000 p.a. (for newly admitted 
man) upwards.-—-Box 7185, Solicitors’ Journal 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.A4. 


SSISTANT Solicitor 
knowledge of Conveyancing 


with good 
and 


practical 
Trust 


work; male or female; Western County near 
Home Counties; generous and progressive 
salary; first class conditions; age 23-2 


suit recently admitted solicitor Please write 
age and experience to Box 7187. Solicitors 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter 
Lane, E.C.4 


VHIEF Conveyancing Clerk ; male or female 


J unadmitted, aged 30-45; large Southern 
town; progressive salary well in excess of 
£1,000 per annum for experienced person ; 


assistance with moving and 


pension scheme ; 
could begin any time 


housing ; engagement 
January to March.—Please write age and 
experience to Box 7188, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Ovez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.4 


XXPERIENCED Litigation Managing Clerk 

4 required by E. Edwards, Son & Noice 
London, E.6. Salary according to experience 
in the region of £1,000 per annum 


OLICITORS’ Conveyancing Managing Clerk 
required by North Herts Branch Office of 
well-known London firm, Commencing salary 


{1,200 for fully experienced man; good 
prospects of further advancement. Assistance 
with house purchase if required Box 7171, 
Solicitors’ Journal, Ovyez House, Breams 


Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


ANAGING Clerk required in Common 
\ Law Department by East Midlands 
Solicitors. Salary up to £1,000 according to 
experience. Modern Offices, Pension scheme, 
assistance with accommodation if necessary. 

Box 7161, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 





continued from p. xix 


ITY Solicitors require Probate Clerk capable 

/ of working with minimum supervision. 
Salary £1,500, luncheon vouchers and Group 
Pension Scheme.-Apply Box 7172, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


)NGLISH Solicitors in English-speaking 
4 part of Pembrokeshire require recently 
admitted Assistant. Commencing salary 
{728 p.a.—Box 7191, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.4 


\ ANAGER/CASHIER required for busy 
Aut Wakefield Office. Thorough knowledge of 
Probate, Trust Accounts, Income Tax and 
Office administration. Please write with 
particulars of experience and salary.— Box 7192 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


YOUTHSEA Solicitors require immediately 


0 admitted or unadmitted experienced 
Assistant for General Conveyancing. Salary 
by arrangement. Good prospects. Pension 


scheme.—Box 7180, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez 
House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 





BRITISHETRANSPORT 
COMMISSION 
CHIEF SOLICITOR’S 
DEPARTMENT 


SENIOR LAW CLERK 


Knowledge of real property law ; 
experience in conduct of all types of 
Conveyancing matters, including 
the preparation of documents, 

Commencing salary {940 rising to 
£1,105 p.a. 

Apply, stating age, qualifications, 
experience, present position and 
salary to Chief Solicitor (Dept. SJ), 
British Transport Commission, 
Melbury House, Melbury Terrace, 
London, N.W.1. 











——— ANT Cashier required to keep sets of 
44 books in Ilford and London Branch Offices 
of Romford Solicitors. Some knowledge of 
Probate useful but not essential.—Write 
Box 7193, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


VONVEYANCING Clerks with experience 
required by old-established Solicitors at 
Romford and Iiford. Commencing salary up to 


{1,000 per annum according to age and 
experience..—Write Box 7194, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams_ Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4 : 

YONVEYANCING West End firm have 


/ vacancy for Managing Clerk with con- 
siderable conveyancing experience. Pension 
scheme. Salary commensurate with ability 
Write in confidence with details, Box 7195, 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 

— Assistant Solicitor required by 
4 established practice for varied work, 
including advocacy and litigation. Salary 
according to experience, partnership con- 
sidered after probationary period.—Apply, 
Raggett, Wakefield & Co., Ongar, Essex. 


YONVEYANCING Managing Clerk required 

’ in steadily expanding suburban practice. 
Must be able to deal with considerable volume 
of work. Please write stating age, experience 
and salary required—Howard G. Thomas, 
373 Norwood Road, S.E.27. 





SOLICITORS AND BARRISTERS 


IMPERIAL CHEMICAL INDUSTRIES 
LIMITED 


has a vacancy in its Legal Department in 
London for a SOLICITOR not over 30 years 
of age. 

There are also vacancies for Solicitors or 
Barristers of not more than 32 years of age, for 
administrative work in the Secretary's Depart- 
ments in London and the Provinces. 


Applications with brief personal details 
should be sent to: Head Office Staff Depart- 
ment (GDC), Imperial Chemical House, 


Millbank, London, S.W.1 


XPERIENCED Probate Clerk, age 25-45, 

with wide and extensive knowledge of 
trust administration and preparation of full 
Accounts. Salary by arrangement according to 
experience and qualifications, but commencing 
in region of £1,250. Pension and Life Insurance 
Fund. Assistance with housing and moving 
expenses. South-west Midlands Area. 
Box 7173, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


y= RIDING.—Solicitor not over 35, 
sought by busy practice with view to 
early partnership. Must be capable, ambitious 
and able to handle large volume of work: 
full share would be taken up in two stages ; 
will yield about {£4,000 p.a. First-class men 
only should apply with full details of qualifica- 


tions and experience.—-Box 7174, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 

OUNTRY Solicitors South of Manchester 


require Assistant Solicitor to set up and 
take complete control of a litigation depart- 


ment. A newly admitted man would be 
suitable. Excellent starting salary and pros- 


pects of a partnership without capital being 
needed after satisfactory two year period.— 
Box 7117, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


IDCUP, Kent (close by station), Convey- 

ancing assistant required ; typing essential. 
Salary {624 per annum.—Ring Forest Hill 
0551. 


YOUTHEND-ON-SEA.— Assistant 
\O required for expanding practice mainly 
conveyancing and probate. Opportunity for 
energetic young man. Prospects of partner- 
ship, salary by arrangment.—-write stating 
age and experience to Box 7116, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


Solicitor 


APPOINTMENTS WANTED 


ONVEYANCING managing clerk would 

like position in Surrey, Sussex or Hamp- 
shire. Conscientious worker with 25 years’ 
experience ; accustomed to working without 
supervision.—Box 7189, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C4. 


OLICITOR (50) living in Brighton now 

employed as assistant solicitor in convey- 
ancing only in City of London office desires 
post nearer Brighton. Conveyancing only ; 
good shorthand typing assistance must be 
provided and congenial working conditions. 
Advertiser admitted 1934 is prepared to assist 
considerably, but not to a health-injuring 
extent, hard-working principals; salary over 
£1,000 p.a.— Box 7197, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.4, 
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APPOINTMENTS WANTED—continued 
RACTISING Solicitor, University man, 
admitted 1959 after interrupted training, 

seeks post medium-sized to large inner London 
firm which can offer basic to advanced training 
under supervision, with future prospects. 
Preferably commercial work and conveyancing 
required. Advertiser personable, reasonably 
intelligent, hard-working and eager to learn 
under patient guidance.—-Box 7196, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams_ Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 

YOLICITOR admitted 2} years seeks opening 
J where partnership prospects within two 
or three years.—Box 7163, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.4 


PREMISES, OFFICES, ETC. 


\O LET for professional purposes in 

Bishopsgate, London, E.C.2, near Liverpool 

St. Station, an office suite of five communi- 

cating rooms on third floor. Modern building, 

central heating, automatic lift——Apply Box 

7181, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


VICTORIA 


pas Office Premises in modern 
building. Area 12,680 sq. ft. Central 
htg. Lift. Car Parking. Rent, £22,000 p.a. 
excl. 


CHAMBERLAIN & WILLOWS, 
23 Moorgate, E.C.2 
(MET 8001) 


PROPERTY INVESTMENTS 


MN\RUST and other Funds required.—Security 

freehold ground rents, shops, flats, houses, 
etc. Sums from £5,000 to £30,000 needed. 
Interest 6} to 7 per cent.—Barr & Mead 
(established over 3C- years), 202 Northolt 
Road, South Harrow. Byron 1023. 


INVESTMENTS REQUIRED 

CTIVE enquiries in hand for good-class 

shop investments, blocks of flats, freehold 
ground rents and weekly investments of all 
types.—Details in confidence to Cowdrey, 
Phipps & Hollis, F.A.L.P.A., Investment 
Department, 140 Park Lane, Marble Arch, W.1. 
MAY fair 1329 (2 lines). 


MORTGAGE FUNDS 


W E offer a specialised service re mortgage 
advances on Shop Properties, Factories 
and Houses over £10,000. Sums also available 
for Building and Industrial development.— 
MILLER SMITH AND PARTNERS, 139 Park 
Lane, W.1. Tel.: MAYfair 7081-4. 


MORTGAGE FUNDS REQUIRED 


\ ORTGAGE Funds _ required.—£100,000 
44 required on security of 84 freehold or long 
leasehold flats (three blocks) in London and 
Home Counties with a number of early rever- 
sions, producing net income of {£14,000.— 
Apply Box 7183, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez 
House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


ORTGAGES required for our applicants. 
Sums of £1,000/£10,000 on owner-occupied 


houses. Also larger amounts on investment 
property, viz.: blocks of shops, houses, 
factories, etc. Two-thirds value required 


at 64% /74%.- 
charges paid. 


Full scale legal and survey 
Occasionally other applicants 


require second mortgages at 8%/10% £200/ 
£1,000 where there is ample equity. rite 
fully.— Welsford, Morgan & Co. (Mortgage 
Brokers since 1908), R 


986 
Phornton Heath, Surrey, or Tel. : THO 2135 
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VALUATIONS 


NTIQUE AND MODERN FURNITURE, 

Silver, Porcelain, Pictures, Books and all 
descriptions of Chattel Pro VALUED 
FOR PROBATE, INSURANCE OR FAMILY 
DIVISION, or, if desired, included in specialised 
auction sales. Sales also arranged by tender 
or private treaty.—Phillips, Son & Neale, 
7 Blenheim Street, New nd Street, W.1. 
Telephone No. : MAY fair 2424. Est. 1796. 

EVERSIONS, LIFE POLICIES, ANNUI- 

TIES and UNQUOTED SHARES.— 
H. E. Foster and Cranfield, 6 Poultry, E.C.2, 
specialise in the valuation of these interests 
for probate purposes. Established 1843. 





TRADE VALUATIONS 


STOCKS & FIXTURES 
SALE OR PROBATE 


Extensive staff of expert valuers 
available at short notice 


ALL MAIN DISTRIBUTIVE 
TRADES including Pharmacy 


ORRIDGE & CO. 


184 STRAND, LONDON, W.C.2 
Telephone: TEMple Bar 9212/3 and 6340 
Branch offices in Lancashire, Yorkshire, 


Hampshire, Glamorgan and 
Warwickshire 


Members of leading professional bodies 
VALUERS SINCE 1846 














PERSONAL 


AVIS OF PORT STREET, PICCADILLY, 

MANCHESTER, 1, for fine furniture at 
manufacturer's prices. Walk round our three 
large showrooms, which are open daily until 
6 p.m. (Wednesday and Saturday included). 
We are stockists of all the latest designs of 
furniture, carpets, mattresses, divans. 10-year 
guarantee. Also all domestic electrical equip- 
ment, etc. Special discount and _ credit 
facilities to members of the legal profession. 
Write to us for whatever you want—-we can 
supply. No other introduction required. Tel. : 
CEN. 0638. 


ARRARD & CO. LTD., Crown Jewellers, 

offer the highest prices for jewellery, 
silver and gold articles you no longer require. 
Offers, without obligation, will be sent by 
return for consignments received at 112 Regent 
Street, London, W.1. For larger quantities 
of silver, our buyers will visit you upon 
request. 





BINDING OF VOLUMES 


wr not have i —— of Tue Soticitors’ 
OURNAL bound and preserve in permanent 
saxtd toame articles which are of lasting value 
to you? The Publishers can accept the 
issues for 1959 and earlier years for binding 
in Green or Brown, full cloth, titled on spine, 
at {1 13s. per volume, post free, or in Half 
Calf, titled on spine, at {2 8s. per volume, 
= free. Issues should be addressed to 

he Binding Dept., The Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.4. 
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FINANCIAL 


BARGAIN, {£25 complete, brand new 

ready-made Co. Regns. Guaranteed no 
trading (England or Scotland); all trades 
available now, including Property Dealing ; 
Mining/Quarrying; Garages; Electrical ; 
Glass/China; Drapers; Packers; Plastics ; 
H.P. Finance ; Salvage ; Banking, Nominees ; 
Secretarial; Stocks /Shares ; Property ; Invest- 
ments ; Caravans, etc. (specially prepared for 
each trade). Write, phone or call (English 
Registrations) BUSINESS ECONOMY Co., 
Regns., Ltd. (Dept. 14), 156 Strand, London, 
W.C.2 (Tem. 8377/2294) ; (Scottish Registra- 
tions to 19 Walker Street, Edinburgh, 3, 
(Cal. 1167/9). Read “‘ Advantages of trading 
as a limited Company” (3/— post free). 
Ltd. Co. may save you personal tax. We 
also have seven days Co. Regn. service 
with your own choice of name {21 (plus 
stamp duty). 


INANCE REQUIRED for short and long 

term mortgages on security of Freeholds 
Long Leaseholds for large number of clients 
requiring advances from {£500 to £50,000. 
Box 7186, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, letter Lane, E.C.4. 


IMITED COMPANY KEGISTRATIONS 

Ready-made companies, guaranteed no 
trading, 218 complete. Also seven-day own 
name registration service. Memo., Articles, 
Registers, minute book, shares and seal £9. 
Trade Mark and Company Searches. 
Graeme & Co., 61 Fairview Avenue, Gillingham, 
Kent. Rainham (Kent) 82558. 


PRIVATE INQUIRIES 


y ghecnaes and general inquiries undertaken 
throughout London, Surrey, Middlesex by 
our own staff. Evictions and distress warrants 
executed. Certificated Bailifis. Southern 
Provincial Investigations, 45 Brighton Koad, 
Surbiton, Surrey (Elmbridge 1032/4). Also at 
107 Hammersmith Road, London, W.14 


TYPING, ETC. 


EGAL TYPING including STENORETTE 

and ALL TAPE TRANSCRIPTIONS, 
copying. Engrossing, Abstracting. DUPLI- 
CATING pro forma letters, drafts, etc 
COMPLETIONS attended. -RUSHGROVE 
AGENCY, 561 Watford Way, London, N.W.7. 
MILI Hill 7242. 


p= and Engrossments expertly typed, 
hand engrossing, plans drawn or copied, 
multiple copying by special P ecvege = photo- 
copying; all expeditiously done in proper 
form and at moderate charges. On all copying 
problems, consult the Copying Departments 
of The Solicitors’ Law Stationery Society, 
Ltd., Head Offices, Ovez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


ARTICLED CLERKS 


eo sought by Barrister (29), M.A., 
LL.B. (Cantab.) ; City Company Secretary 
for past six years ; willing to move to any part 
of country if no premium required and salary 
paid.—Box 7190, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez 
House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


BUILDING LAND WANTED 


AND WANTED for 
Counties. 2/50 acres. Agents retained 
and reinstructed. Planning applications and 
undertaken.—_TRUE BOND HOMES, 

LTD., 342 Richmond Road, East Twickenham. 
(POP 6231). 
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BOOKS AND PERIODICALS 


HE “ CORDEX” SELF-BINDING CASE 

specially designed to contain issues of 
THE Soxicirors’ JouRNAL is now available 
price 14s., post free. Capacity 26 issues and 
index. Issues easily inserted or removed. 
The Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 








Your advice 
is needed... 


.. » by the hundred and fifty year old 
British Sailors’ Society—a_ charity 
well deserving the consideration and 
support of every citizen of a mari- 


Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. time nation. We, in Great Britain, 
depend, for so many things, on our 
seamen: justice suggests our maki 

TRANSLATIONS a gerd aga ” 
EGAL DOCUMENTS and other miscella- Legacies, bequests, donations help 
neous matter (French, German and us to provide : 

Italian): accurate ailed dé ei , -_ , 

ee xccurate rendering mailed day work Chaplains and Port Missionaries 


H. Verney Clayton, M.C., Residential Clubs 


THE Woodlands, Market Rasen, Lincs. en Setuio 
Sea Training School for Boys 
MISCELLANEOUS Welfare Home for Seamen’s Children 
LD DEEDS. — Good prices given for old 


BRITISH 
SAILORS’ SOCIETY 


Hon. Treas.: Rt. Hon. Lord COLERAINE, P.C. 
680 Commercial Road, London, E.14 
Telephone; East 4191 
General Secretary : 
Stanley Heesom, O.B.E. 


parchment deeds; any quantity accepted, 
large or small.—Please send full details to 
H. Band & Co., Ltd., Brent Way, High Street, 
Brentford, Middlesex. 








ROYAL SURGICAL AID SOCIETY 


Founded 1862 





We are NOT state-aided. We 
Lea Hurst, Matlock: Blunt House, Oxted welcome your enquiries and will 
Entirely dependent on Voluntary Contributions be pleased to give you the fullest 
pores ——— _—_—— information about our work. 


Residential Homes : 























ly ¥ 


do everything in your power to 


wp oc RO PGA... 


ceaseless day-and-night crusade 


against Cruelty to Animals 


You can become a member of the Society by subscribing 
él per annum, or a life member for « donation of €20 


Address for Donations, Subscriptions and Enquiries: 
THE CHIEF SECRETARY, ROYAL SOCIETY POR THE PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO ANIMALS 
DEPT. $.J., 105 JERMYN STREET, LONDON, $.W.1 Phone: WHITEHALL 7177 
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The Gentlewomen’s Work 
and Help Society (Inc.) 


Est as.isHep 1891 


requests your help to cover 
increasing costs of Students’ 
Training, Annuities for the 
elderly and the maintenance 
of the Needlecraft Depot 


Annual Report available on request to: 
The Secretary, 1 Ridgefield, King Street, 
Manchester, 2 














REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 


LTD. (Est. 1823) 
EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY LTD. (Est. 1835) 


The two Societies under the same 
management at 


19 COLEMAN STREET, LONDON, E.C.2 


Total Funds invested in the purchase of 
Reversions and Life Interests or in 
Loans upon them: £2,000,000 


The Law Costs for Loans are regulated by Scale 


SHIPWRECKED 


FISHERMEN AND 


MARINERS’ 


ROYAL BENEVOLENT 


SOCIETY 


helps the men of the Merchant Navy and Fishing 
Fleets and Bn A 
dange ds 
cared for, and Immediate Relief Grants given 
to th ds of wid: and orp 
Contributions to: THE SECRETARY 
(D9) 16 WILFRED STREET, WESTMINSTER 
LONDON, S.W.1 
LEGACIES ARE WELCOMED 


—— = +~—Patron: H.M. THE QUEEN 























Founded 1884 


FLOWERDEW & CO. 


LIMITED 
Low Agents, Transi s and § ’ 
Every Business Aid for the Legal Profession 
HEAD OFFICES— 
73 Manor Road, Wallington, Surrey 
Phone—WALLINGTON 4441-3 
Telegrams—" Flowerdew, Wallington, Surrey" 
LONDON OFFICES— 
3/4 CLEMENTS INN, STRAND, W.C.2 
*Phone—CHANCERY 5481-2 
and 
9 SOUTHAMPTON PLACE, W.C.i 
*Phone—HOLBORN 7178 


INVESTIGATIONS ————| 


Confidential Investigations in all Civil and 
Criminal Cases, Matrimonial and Personal 
Matters. Financial and other Commercial 
Enquiries undertaken. Observations. 
Persons traced. Witnesses interviewed 
and Proofs of Evidence taken 


FOUNDED IN 1899 


JOHN CONQUEST 
UMITED 


36 GREAT JAMES ST., BEDFORD ROW, W.C.1 
Telegrams & Cables: “Avouchable, Holb, London” 





























HOLBORN 3866 
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furniture 
for 
everyone 


in the office 


FOR A PRINCIPAL 


A magnificent desk finished in mahogany (or light, 

medium or dark oak if required) with top lined in maroon 
skiver (other colours to order) embossed with a gold fillet. 
Size 60” x 36” £78 19s. 6d. including purchase tax. 
Carriage free. 


The chair has a high back, a deeply sprung seat and softly padded 
arms and backrest, upholstered hide, moquette or vynide. 
Prices from £19 10s. Od. Carriage free. 





OYEZ 
Office 
Furniture 





THE{SOLICITORS’ 
LAW STATIONERY SOCIETY, LIMITED 


Head Office and Showroom 


Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, London, E.C.4 
Telephone: CHAncery 6855 


Northern Showroom 
28-30 John Dalton Street, Manchester Telephone: Deansgate 5694 


FOR A SECRETARY 
Beautifully polished desk in light or medium oak finish. 
Fitted with pull-out slide and three drawers 


(the top one fitted with lock). Size 48" x 27”, 
Only £14 Is. 7d. including purchase tax. Carriage free. 


FOR A 
FILING CLERK 


A really strong Milner 
foolscap filing cabinet of 
bolted and welded 
construction. Automatic 
lock controls all drawers. 
Finished in green or 
grey. £17 Ils. 9d. 
including purchase tax. 


Without lock £16 3s, 2d. 
Carriage free. 


FOR A TYPIST 
The Sitting Pretty“ The 
most economical typist’s chair 
on the market today.” 
Dunlopillo Cushion seat and 
wide backrest. Upholstered 
vynide £6 9s. Od., or 
moquette £7 14s. 10d, 
including purchase tax. 
Carriage free 


FOR A SENIOR CLERK 


A desk with plenty of space for a busy clerk. Top 
measures 60” x 33”. Polished light or medium oak finish. 
All drawers secured by central lock. £27 9s. 2d. 
including purchase tax. Carriage free. 
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AUCTIONEERS’ ANNOUNCEMENTS 


ESTABLISHED 1845 


SURVEYORS - AUCTIONEERS - VALUERS 


31 LEWISHAM HIGH STREET, S.E.13 


34 BLACKHEATH VILLAGE, S.E.3 
9 DEVEREUX COURT, STRAND, W.C.2 
Lee Green 2135 Lee GREEN 2983 


HDS. STILES «& Co. 


CHARTERED SURVEYORS 
CHARTERED AUCTIONEERS & Estate AGENTS 


10 KING'S —- WALK, iy — E.C.4 





Cit 46 and Central 
6 PAVILION sBULLDINGS, BRIGHTON 
7 Brightoa 23 4h + ™ d ” 
3 THE STEVNE, “sont 
Worthing 9192/3 








EST. 188! TEL. Mon 1464, Syd 660! 


EASTMAN BROTHERS 
SURVEYORS and VALUERS 
ESTATE AGENTS 
Surveys and Valuations for all purposes 
Plans and Specifications 
Estace Management in ali areas 


HALIFAX HOUSE, 62/64 MOORGATE, E.C.2 








Established 1843 
A. HORROX & SONS, F.A.I. 
72 Albion Street, Leeds, ! 


Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents 


Specialising in all matters appertaining to the Letting, 
Sale, Purchase and Valuation of Licensed Property 


Telephone : Leeds 24300 











Gerrard 5853-3963 


+ SHAWS 


(J. H. W. Shaw, F.A.L.P.A., M.R.San.1., P.P.C.LA., F.V.L) 
ESTATE MANAGERS, SURVEYORS AND VALUERS 
Estate House, 78-80 Shaftesbury Avenue, W.1 


Also at 
149/151 Dulwich Road, Herne Hill,S.E.24. BRixton 7866/7 
101, Western Road, Hove, 2, Sussex. Tel. 71231/2 








| | 


FULLER HORSEY 


sons &@ CASSELL 





AUCTIONEERS & VALUERS 
of PLANT, MACHINERY 


and FACTORIES 








STOCKER ¢ ROBERTS | 








WARD, SAUNDERS & CO. 


L. B. Saunders, F.A.1., F.C.1.A. W.J. Allin, F.A.LP.A., 
EVI. Wai. Sims, F.A.L, F.V.1. 


Auctioneers, Estate Agents, Surveyors and Valuers 


SURVEYS, VALUATIONS, SALES, LETTINGS, 
MORTGAGES, REQUISITION CLAIMS, COM- 
PULSORY PURCHASE, DILAPIDATIONS, ETC. 


ESTATE MANAGEMENT SPECIALISTS 
Bonkers: Lioyds Bank Lcd. Barclays Bank (cd. 
The Estate Offices 


298 and 299 Upper Street, London, N.! 
Telephones: CANonbury 2487-2488-2489 
Established over Half a Century 











Edward Talbot & Sons 
AUCTIONEERS, VALUERS 
AND ESTATE AGENTS 
C. PARRY, F.A.1. (Principa!) 
1S CROSS STREET, MANCHESTER, 2 
Telephone: Blackfriars 3114 and 9669 


COLE, HICKS AND ‘CHILVERS 


(Established over 80 years) 
Auctioneers, Estate Agents and Surveyors 


Helena Chambers, 42 Broadway, Ealing 
Telephone : Ealing 4014/5/6 


Established 1843 


GEORGE LOVEITT & SONS 


A. GREAVES, F.A.). G. W. M. LOVEITT, A.R.1.C.S., F.ALl. 
W. R. SPENCER, F.A.L.P.A. A. R. POMFRET, F.A.I. 
Auctioneers, Surveyors, Valuers and Estate Agents 
Management of Town and Country Properties 
Inventories prepared Probate and Mortgage Valuations 
Rating Appeals and Compensation Claims 
29 Warwick Row, oeeerey 
Telegrams : “ Presto” Te res 308! /2/ as 


| EST. 1813 
}DEBENHAM STORR/ 


AND 

(JOHNSON DYMOND) 

4 LIMITED 
AUCTIONEERS AND VALUERS- & 


|) SPECIALISTS IN THE SALE OF ALL 
CLASSES OF PROPERTY 


Hand plated ware, watches, etc.; the il 


| 1) other for furniture, pictures, bronzes, works 


j of art, carpets, guns, wine, furs, wearing J 
apparel and personal effects 

















MATCH & CO. iro. 


Directors: A. A. ROSE, L. S. BRIMBLECOMBE, F.A.1., 
i. R. CRAMMOND 
14/15 COLLEGE CRESCENT, LONDON, N.W.3 
(nr. Swiss Cottage Station) 
Telephone : Primrose O11! (Private Exchange) 


KING & CO. 
Chartered Surveyors 
71 BISHOPSGATE, LONDON, E.C.2 
London Wall 720! (5 lines) 


725 GREEN LANES, LONDON, N.2! 
Laburnum 6633 (5 lines) 


CORRY & CORRY 
D. A. W. WARE R. M. SAVAGE 
Valuers, Surveyors, Auctioneers and Estate Agents 


264-266 KENSINGTON HIGH ST., W.8 
Telephone : WEStern 960! 
Branches at 


HARROW, oe RICKMANSWORTH, STAINES 
IND ASHFORD 














(ESTABLISHED 1899) 


K. A. SHAW & PARTNERS 


(C. M. SPAGNOLETTI, F.A.L. 
R. T. FITZSIMMONS, F.A.L) 


SURVEYORS AND VALUERS 
19 & 20 Bow Street, Covent Garden, W.C.2 
(Over Midland Bank) 

Tel.: COVENT GARDEN 2255 (4 lines) 


JOHN BRAY & SONS 
ESTABLISHED 1864 
AUCTIONEERS VALUERS 
ESTATE AND HOUSE AGENTS 
| Devonshire Place, Devonshire Road 
Bexhill-on-Sea 


Telephone : Bexhill 14 Telegrams : John Bray, Bexhill 


HOTELS AND RESTAURANTS 
HAMMERSLEY KENNEDY & CO. 


19 Hanover Square, London, W.! 
Telephone: MAYfair 6857 
have, since 1899, specialised in the sale and 
valuation of hotels and catering businesses to 
the exclusion of any other branch of estate 
agency. The partners are members of the 
leading professional bodies. 














London and Home § Counties 
SPECIALISTS FOR 100 YEARS 


VALUATIONS, SALES, 











wie for Probate, Inmurance and!) PROPERTY MANAGEMENT 
eS ere es 126 King Street, Garrick |}|Salter, KRex & Co. 
LONDON E-C-3 ii Street, London, Ww. oie | 311 KENTISH TOWN ROAD, N.W.5 
TELEPHONE ROYAL 4861 Prae . "tin ewig tanen “7 diene psanones. wea 
: == = = HOLborn 4819 
H. E. WINGFIELD & CO. 
SOCIETY FOR THE ASSISTANCE OF LADIES IN REDUCED 
BUYERS OF Founded by the late Miss Smallwood CIRCU MSTANCES Patron: Her Majesty The Queen 


FINE STAMPS 


STAMPS VALUED 
FOR PROBATE AND 
INSURANCE PURPOSES 


Call, write or ‘phone 
Miss R. Titford or Mr. A. L. Michael at 


392 STRAND, LONDON 


Tel.: TEMple Bar 4136 


w.c. | 








Christmas Appeal 


Christmas is drawing near—and to many of our poor, sick and elderly ladies, who are suffering 
great hardships, it will not be a joyful season. 


Will Lawyers kindly advise their Clients to help this Society? Making cheques payable to 


MISS SMALLWOOD’S SOCIETY 
LANCASTER HOUSE, MALVERN 


Please send money for extra comforts. 











Prin d published in Great Britain by Tae Sourcrrors’ Law Stationzry Society, Lrp., Oyez House, 
wed a anada: The Carswell Co., Ltd., 
Australasia Pty., Ltd., 140 Phillip Street, Sydney, NS.W.; 


Agents—The United States and C 


Published Weekly, 1s. 9d. 


India and Pakistan : 
Friday, November 25, 1960 


Breams Buildings, — Lane, E.C.4. 
145-149 Adelaide Street West, Toronto, 1, Canada; Australia 
M Tripathi, Lid 164 Princess Street, Bombay. 


Phone : Chancery 6855 


and New : The Law Book Co. of 


Registered at the G.P.O. as a newspaper 











